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COMMUNITY PLANS AND LIAISON

MARINE CORPS AIR STATION, MIRAMAR.
BOX 452001
SAN DIEGO, CALIFORNIA. 92145-2001

FAX TRANSMISSION COVER SHEET
Tel. (858) 577-6603 DSN: 267-6603 » Fax. (858) 577-6604 DSN: 267-6604

11/9/2009

Date:
. Community Plans & Liailson Office, MCAS Miramar

From:
To: Mx. Dan Leawvitt, Deputy Director

California High-Speed Rail Authority
Office;

916 322 0827
Fax:

. Project EIR/EIS Public Scoping Meetings Comments

Subject: ’ G g

YOU SHOULD RECEIVE ¢ PAGE(S), INCLUDING THIS COVER SHEET. IF YOU
DO NOT RECEIVE ALL THE PAGES, PLEASE CALL (858) 577-6603.

Remarks:
RE: Los Angeles to San Diege via Inland Empire Section EST Project EIR/EIS

Mr. Leavitt,

The following are comments from the Commanding Officer at Marine Corps Air
Statien Miramar regarding the proposed alignments shown at public scoping
meetings in San Diego, Califcornia from October 13-15, 2d08.

If you have any additional questions, please feel free to contact cur office.
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UNTITED STATEZ MARTNRE CORPS
MARINE CORPS AIR STATION MIRAMAR
P.C. BOX 452001
SAN DIEGO, CA 92145-2001

11011
CPLO/HSR

&5 WOV 209

Mr. Dan Leavitt

Deputy Director, California High-Speed Rail Authority
ATTN Los Angeles to San Diego via Inland

Empire Section HST Project EIR/EIS

925 L Street Suite 1425

Sacramento, CA 95814

Dear Mr: Leavitt

SUBJECT: PROPOSED CALIFORNIA HIGH-SPEED TRAIN SYSTEM PRCJECT
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMEACT STATEMENT
{(EIR/EIS) PUBLIC SCOPING MEETING COMMENTS

This is in response tec the public scoping meeting for the proposed
California High-Speed Train System in San Diego CUounty. As a member
of this community, we support the expansion of wass transit and will
continue to participate in the planning process for this region. To
agsist you in addressing the substantive context of our concerns, I
have briefly summarized them below for your reference purposes.
Previocus statements provided to the San Diego Association of
Governments (SANDAG) High-Speed Rail Task PForce on May 13, 1999 are
alsc provided for your convenience (enclosure (1)).

The proposed alignments occur within the Marine Corps Alr Station
(MCAS) Miramar Air Installations Compatible Use Zones (AICUZ) Area of
Influence for land uge planning purposes and beneath Federal Aviation
Administration airspace surfaces assoc¢iated with MCAS Miramar, As a
result, any alignment alternatives in close proximity to MCAS Miramar
would be directly affected by routine military operations and fixed
and rotary-wing aircraft transiting to and from this installation. Of
particular concern are the proposed alignment alternatives north of
the base boundary that follow and/or intersect Miramar Road. These
alignments are directly adjacent to or in close proximity to military
family housing units as well as sensitive matural habitats in the
vicinity of Bastgate Mall. The EIR should evaluate impacts to these
resources as well as quality of 1life for military family members
residing in affected housing. Furthermore, any disruption to federal
infrastructure and services would also need to be identified and
prevented, or mitigation measures implemented. The EIR must also
evaluate the impacts associated with any alternatives that may limit’
the Marine Corp’s ability to perform missicn essential training and
readiness requirements to meet natrional security objectives; we
encourage dialogue with the Marine Corps to determine the extent of
potential impacts to base operations.
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The EIR should examine noise, operational, and gafety issues
assoclated with the Miramar Road alternative. This proposed
alternative would be in c¢lose proximity to the primary departure and
arrival corridors, Field Carrier Landing Practice, Touch and Go and
Ground Controlled Approach Flight patterns for Miramar operations, and
thus, potentially subject to noise levels ranging from 65 to 80
decibels Community Noise Equivalent Level (CNEL). There is no
effective mitigation for exterior noise from over-flight and the
cumulative impacts of both the rail corridor traffic and transiting
military aircraft should be examined further. The closge proximity of
these alignments to MCAS Miramar would also require a close
examination of all electronic emigsionsg to determine if there would be
any interference with any air or land-based wilitary operations. Any
proposed tunneling along Miramar Road will necessitate close
examination by the Department of Navy to determine whether any
disruption of critical infrastructure (ex. fuel & natural gas lines)
would negatively impact mission operations and create gecurity
concerns at MCAS Miramar and/or other Marine Corxps and Navy facilities
in San Diege County. Portions of the proposed alignments are within
Accident Potential Zone (APZ) I, and the Marine Corps would need to
closely examine all aspects of the high-speed rail system in order to
make an informed determination of whether the proposed project would
bée a compatible land use in this area.

The EIR and any other studies should address all pending or
potential transportation actions that could impact MCAS Miramar. Of
particular concern to the Marine Corps is the analysis of Interstate
15 to Qualcomm Stadium and proposed acguisition of federal land for
construction purposes. Any such needs would require that the
Department of Defense (DoD) receive a formal written reguest frem the
Califorria High-Speed Rail authority to officially detexmine the
viability of such a request and potential impacts te military
operations at MCAS Miramar and in the San Diego County region.

Thank you for the opportunity to review this land use propasal.
If we may be of any further assistance, please contact Ms. Laura
Thornton at (B58) 577-6603.

Sincerely,

& gk

FRANK A. RICHIE
Colonel, U. 8. Marine Corps

Commanding Officer
Marine Corps Air Station Miramar

Enclosure: 1. SANDAG High-Speed -Rail Task Force
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DOD STATEMENT 0 SANDAGS TRANSPORATION RIGH SPEED RALIL TAIRKFORCE
12 MEY 1598

On hehalf of the United Stateg Marine Corps, DOD expresses the

£ollowing concernsg about the three propesed routes fow High-

Speed Rail (H3R) line placement in San Diego Caunty.

The following comments are general in natbure and should not be
uged to infer a preferred alignment. Any effort to make use of
Marine Corps! land for HSR that would limit or impact on the
Marine Corpa ability to pexfowxm its migsdon in any way would not
be approved. These lmpacts coculd take the form of electroonic
interference to flight operations, interference with any of the
airfield approach ox safety surfaces required for airfield
operations, encroachment on bage boundaries that wounld impact
family housing, quality of life, envircnmentally senmitive
areas, other surface traffic patterns, or any othexr

interference.

Formal approval or adoption of any preferred alternative, X
determined to he feazible, could not occur until the High-Speed
Rail Authority (HSRA) completes the Consolidated Land and
Alrspace Management Planning process with the MCAE Miramax

staff, Guidance on this proceas has been provided to the HSEA

EllClOSlll‘e( ’ ) i ot )
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and they are in touch witl the MCAS Miramar planning

orgarnization,

Aoy routes along I-15, on either side, will encroach on and
impact some extremely sensitive envirconmental aresas including
very high gualizy warnal pools and habitat for the California
anateatoher, All eavironmental documents for proposed future
wark nust carefully consider the impacts to these area and ail
privironmental issuss at MCAS Miramar. Close coeordination with
and study of the pending Integraced Natumal Resources Management

Plan, to be released during the summer of 1993, ig peguired.

MCAS Miliramar hag a critical shortage of military family housing.
An Envircnmental Impact Statement is currently being prepared to
study soeveral sites about the Alr Station which have been
identified as suitable Ffor housing, with potential for well over
1,000 units and ancillary Zacilities. ALl of these sites may
eventually be reguired for housing of military families. Any
study of proposed rail facilities must coneider and avoid
enviromectal impact to these arsas, partionlsrly aoise lmpacts

and Blacking of accosss Lo ingress and egress.

All environmertal studies must address all pending or proposed

transportation actions that may affect MOAS Miramar, Ancluadig

Enclosure (1)
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the propesed I-805 expansion and addicional commuter rail

gervice and lines.

Enclosure ( 1)



STATE OF CALIFORNIA-- THE NATURAL RESOURGCES AGENGY ARNOLD SCHWARZENEGGER, Governor

CALIFORNIA COASTAL COMMISSION

SAN DIEGO AREA
7575 METROPOLITAN DRIVE, SUITE 103
SAN DIEGO, CA 92108-4421

(619) 767-2570

December 1, 2009

Dan Leavitt

Attn: LA-SD HST Project EIR/EIS
California High Speed Rail Authority
925 L Street, Suite 1425

Sacramento, CA 95814

Re:  Notice of Preparation of Project Environmental Impact Report/Environmental
Impact Statement (EIR/EIS) for the California High-Speed Train project from Los
Angeles to San Diego via the Inland Empire, CA

Dear Mr. Leavitt:

Please place us on your mailing list (both our San Francisco and San Diego offices) for
the EIR/EIS and any other notices regarding the above-mentioned activity. Our San
Francisco and San Diego Area office addresses are as follows:

Coastal Commission Coastal Commission

Atin: Deborah Lee Atin: Mark Delaplaine

San Diego Coast District Federal Consistency Division
7575 Metropolitan Drive, Suite 103 45 Freemont Street, Suite 2000
San Diego, CA 92108-4402 San Francisco, CA 94105-2219

Portions of the above-referenced project (primarily those in San Diego County) may
trigger the need for coastal development permits and/or federal consistency certifications
from the Commission. Depending on which alternatives are ultimately selected for
implementation, and which agency would be the project proponent, such activities may
trigger the need for coastal development permits and/or federal consistency certifications
or determinations from the Commission. The former procedure (coastal development
permit) is triggered if the activity is located within the coastal zone and within an area
where the Commission retains original permit _]LlllSdlCUOIl This requirement arises
under the California Coastal Act of 1976, as amended (Cal Pub. Res. Code (“PRC”),
Division 20: Section 30000, et seq.). An alternative review mechanism that may be
available is a public works facility review, under PRC Section 30605, The federal
consistency procedures are triggered in the event the activity receives federal funding,
requires federal permits (consistency certification), or is proposed by a federal agency
(consistency determination), based on the requirements of Section 307 of the Coastal
Zone Management Act 16 U.S.C. Section 1456 (with implementing regulations at 15
CFR Part 930).

'If the activity is within the Coastal Zone but outside of the Commission’s area of original permit
jurisdiction, a coastal development permit must be sought from the local govermment with coastal permit

issuing authority.



In your investigation into potential impacts from the various design alternatives
considered as a part of the proposed project, please consider resources protected under
the Coastal Act. Sensitive resources in the potential project area could include the San
Diego River, wetlands, and areas of coastal sage scrub. Public access and visual
resources will also need to be protected within the corridor. It appears from preliminary
review of available materials, the majority of these impacts would be located within the
Coastal Zone of San Diego County. In your review, it will also be important to analyze
and discuss the effects the proposed project may have on the ridership, operations, and
phased implementation of projects in the LOSSAN corridor, due to the fact that a large
component of the LOSSAN corridor within San Diego County is located within the
Coastal Zone.

To determine whether any Coastal Commission coastal development permits are needed,
please contact the San Diego District Office at (619) 767-2370. To determine whether
the federal consistency process is triggered, please contact Mark Delaplaine, federal
consistency coordinator, of the Commission staff at (415) 904-5200.

Sincerely,

il -

Deborah Lee
District Manager

oe! San Francisco Federal Consistency Unit
State Clearinghouse



Kris Livingston

From: Eric Bassell [eric_bassell@dot.ca.gov]

Sent: Thursday, November 19, 2009 5:49 PM

To: HSR Comments

Ce: Martin Tuttle; Bill Figge; William A Mosby, Shirley Choate; Jess Avila;

jmartinez@cordobacorp.com; Gary Arnold; Sam Amen; Reza Fateh; Joe Meraz; Chris
Schmidt; Jacob Armstrong; Sharon Scherzinger; Tom Neumann; Laurie Berman,; Ross

Cather; Al Cox; scott morgan
Subject: LA-SD HST Section via the Inland Empire SCH2009091070

Attachments: SD_R54.258 HST Comments 111908 NOP_NOI.pdf

Mr. Dan Leavitt
PDeputy Director
California High Speed Rail Authority

Dear Mr. Leavitt:

Please find attached Caltrans comment letter for the Notice of Preparation/Notice of Intent,
SCH20090891870 as part of the preparation of the Project Environmental Impact

Report/Environmental Impact Statement
(EIR/EIS) for the California High-Speed Train Project (HST) segment from Los Angeles to San
Diego via the Inland Empire. Please contact me if you have any questions. Please note that a

hard copy has been mailed to your office,

Thank you.

Eric Bassell
Associate Transportation Planner
California Department of Transportation - Caltrans District 11, Planning Division Development

Review Branch 4@5@ Taylor Street, MS-249 San Diego, CA 92110-2737
Office: (619) 688-6875 Fax: (619) 688-4299

(See attached file: SD_R54.258 HST Comments 111909 NOP_NOI.pdf)



_ARNOLD SCHWARZENEGGER, Gavernpr

STATE OF CALIFORNIAue-BUSINESS, TRANSPORTATION AND BOUSING AGENCY.

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
DISTRICT 11 PLANNING DIVISION

4050 TAYLOR STREET, M.§. 240

SAN DIEGO, CA 92110

PHONE (619) 688-668] Flex your power!
FAX (619) 688-2511 He erergy efficient!
TTY 711

November 19, 2009

11.5D-15

PM R54.258
NOP/NOI EIR/EIS
SCIH 2009091070

Mr. Dan Leavitt

Deputy Director

California High-Speed Rail Authority
925 L Street, Suite 1425

Sacramento, CA 95814

Re: California High-Speed Train Noticc of Preparation (NOP)/Notice of Intent (NOI)
Dear Mr. Leavitt:

The California Department of Transportation (Caltrans) appreciates the opportunity to have
reviewed the Notice of Preparation (NOP)/Notice of Intent (NOI) as part of the preparation of the
Project Environmental Impact Report/Environmental Impact Statement (BIR/EIS) for the
California High-Speed Train Project (HST) segment from Los Angeles to San Diego via the
Iniand Empire. It should be noted this correspondence is a coordinated effort between Caltrans
Districts 7, 8, and 1.

The primary area of concern pertains to the potential for construction and operational impacts of
the project on the State Highway System (SHS). The design of the project within and near the
SHS must be coordinated with Caltrans {o ensurc all physical and operational impacts on the
SHS are mitigated. To that end, the California High Speed Rail Authority (Authority) has invited
Caltrans to be a participating agency in the analysis of project alternatives and environmental
studies. The invitation has been accepted and Caltraus has been developing a Master Agreement
{MA) with the Authority to document the infent of the two agencies to work together.

The MA covers a number of specific topics relative to the studies and investigations affecting the
SHS. While the MA has not been fully exccuted, it is the understanding that ail work to be
performed in the Caltrans rights-of-way (R/W) will be completed according to Caltrans standards
(Policics and Procedurcs). Caltrans has reviewed the Authority’s Project-Level Environmental
Methodologies and the Ahernative Analysis Methodologies documents. Caltrans understands
that the Authority is proposing to usc both of these documents as technical guides in performing
the environmental analysis for the HIST Project.

“Caltrans improves mobility ecross California™



Mr. Dan Leavitt
November 19, 2009
Page 2

The following comments focus on areas that need to be addressed in the environmental
documents regarding the implementation of the HST project and the potential impacts to both
State facilities and the surrounding local jurisdictional arcas.

Coordination with Regional and F.ocal Partners

The Authority has exccuted a Memorandum of Understanding (MOU), contract number
5001186, by and between the Authority, San Diego Assoctation of Governments (SANDAG),
Scuthern California Association of Governments (SCAG), San Bernardino Associated
Governments {SANBAG), Riverside County Transportation Commission (RCTC) and San Diego
County Regional Airport Authority for preparation of studies for the Los Angeles to San Diego
via Inland Empire proposed High-Speed Passenger Rail Cornidor and the Regional Air-Rail
Network. Continued coordination with these agencies, local jurisdictions, and Caltrans will help
assure that the impacts of the planned project are fully disclosed to affected communities. It is
emphasized that the Authority works closely with the regional and local jurisdictions to provide
community involvement t¢ encourage ownership in the proposed HST Project.

Coordination with Planned Regional Transportation Plan Projects

It is important that the Authority consider currently planned and future transportation projccts along
State highway facilities during all phases of project development. Transit improvements to increase
mebility throughout the SHS should also be considered during all phases of project development.
Planned and future projects potentialiy affected by the proposed HST segment in Districts 7, 8, and
11 are identified in the SCAG Regional Transportation Plan (RTP), adopted i 2008, the Regional
Transportation ITmprovement Program (RTIP), Metro’s Long Range Transportation Plan (LRTP}
and the 2030 Regional Transportation Plan (RTP) adopted by the SANDAG in 2008 are the
blueprint for transportation projects in the region.

Specific planned and foture transportation improvements along the HST corridor include, but are
not limited to those identified in Attachment A. Current updating of regional plans that will
cover the region’s traffic needs to the year 2050 could change the corridor specifics listed in

Attachment A

Traffic Impact Analvsis

The planned project includes new HST Stations that will resuit in traffic circulation reconfiguration
and a traffic volume increase accessing the HST stations. The impacts to the SHS should be mcluded

in the Traffic Impact Study (TIS}.

A TIS must also include the proposed project’s ncar-term and Jong-term impacts to the State
facilities ~ exisling and proposed - and to include the appropriate mitigation measures.

“Caltrams improves mobilinv aeross Californin”



Mz, Dan Leavitt
November 19, 2009
Page 3

The study guideline is located at the following website:
iwww, doLengovihatrallopsidevelopser fopprationalsystensireports sguide pdf

Minimum contents of the traffic impact study are listed in Appendix “A” of the TIS guide.

kit

Affected State-owned signalized intersections can be {found in the Caltrans Highway Design
Manual, Chapter 400 Topic 406, page 400-33 for intersceting lane vehicle (ILV) analysis.
The Cultrans Guide for the Preparation of Traffic Impact Studies aliows for the usc of the
Highway Capacity Manual method for signalized interscction analysis.

The geographic area examined in the traffic study should include as a minimum all regionally
significant arterial system segments and intersections, including State highway facilitics where
the project will add over 100 peak hour trips, the Caltrans maximum limit (100 peak hour trips).
State highway facilities that are already experiencing noticeable deiays should be analyzed in the
scope of the traffic study for projects that add 50 to 100 (per TIS) peak hour trips.

A focused analysis may be required for project trips assigned to a State highway facility that 1s
experiencing significant delay, such as where traffic queues exceed ramp storage capacitics. A
focused analysis may also be necessary if there is an increased risk of a potential traffic accident.

All freeway entrance and exit ramps within the TIS study arca shouid be analyzed.
The data used in the TIS should not be more than 2 years old.

Highway and rail maintenance protocols known as Construction and Maintenance agreements (C
and M) will be developed where facilities overlap. Other agreements may be needed between the

WO agencies.

Caltrans endeavors that any direct and cumulative impacts 1o the State highway system be
climinated or reduced to a level of msignificance pursuant to the Califormia Environmentat
Quality Act (CEQA) and National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) regulations.

Mitigation measures to State facilities should be included in the traffic impact analysis.
Mitigation identified in the traffic study, subsequent environmental documents, and mitigation
monitoring reports, should be coordinated with Caltrans to identify and impiement the
appropriate mitigation. Mitigation improvements should be compatible with Caltrans concepts.

Upon adoption of waffic mitigation measures, the Authority shali monitor impacts to insure that
roadway segments and intersections remain at an acceptable Level of Service (LOS), but in no case
shall the improvements negatively affect the intersections. Should the LOS reach unacceptable
levels, the HSRA should accelerate mitigation measures to fully mitigate impacts.

“Caltrans improves mobility across Calffornio”



Mr. Tyan Leavitt
November 19, 2009
Page 4

Alternatives Analvsis and Preliminary Engineerine

The Authority should coordinate with Caltrans regarding all alternatives impacting the State R/W.
Preliminary cngineering plans for all alternatives should be submitted to Caltrans for evaluation and
review. All future development adjacent to a State Route, whether the entitlement is decmed by the
Authority to be discretionary or ministerial, should be submitted to Caltrans for review.

Community Impacts

All proposed HST stations should provide regional multi-modal connectivity and should be located
at or near existing or planned smart growth arcas. Also, the TIS must include the proposed HST
stations impact analysis on the State and local transportation facilities.

Visual impact studies of the planned alignments and stations are required. The visnal study should
include the mitigation measures to the proposed change in views of the site and evaluate the impact
of the proposed changes.

Alrport Cempatibility

The HST alignment and stations may have a direct impact on existing public-use airports. The
transportation opportunities afforded to the traveling public and any potential change in the demand
for airport facilities should be assessed.

In accordance with CEQA, Public Resources Code Section 21096, the Caltrans Airport Land Use
Planning Handbook must be utilized as a resource in the preparation of environmental documents for
projects within an airport land use compatibility plan boundarics or, if such a plan has not been
adopted, within two miles of an airport. The Handbook is a resource that should be applicd to all
sowwdoteagovihgplanning/acronaut!.

Traffic Control Plan {TCP)

A TCP or construction traffic impact study is required by Calirans for approval prior to
construction for work within or adjacent to Caltrans R/W. The plans shall be prepared in
accordance with Caltrans’ manual - Traffic Controls for Construction and Maintenance Work
Zones. Traffic restrictions and pedestrian/bicycle detours will also need to be addressed. All work
proposed within the State R/W will require lane and shoulder Requirement Charts. All roadway
features (¢.g. signs, pavement delineation, roadway surface, cte.) within the State R/W must be
protected, maintained in 2 temporary condition, and/or restored.

Transportation Management Plan {TMP)

A TMP wiil be required. The TMP must identify potential traffic delays and keep the delays to
Caltrans maximum. Any proposed closures or detours during project construction must be

“Cahivens improves mobiiiny: veross Californa”
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approved by the District Traffic Manager. Construction activities affecting the traveling public
may be imited by the Lane Requirement Charts and by the usc of engineering judgment. All bus
and rail transit providers affected by the project should be notified well in advance of
construction of the project in order {o minimize any transit service disruptions.

Environmental

Caltrans will review and comment on the effects within and 1o the Caltrans right of way. All
documents shall be sufficient for Caltrans' approval actions as necessary as a CEQA responsible
agency, NEPA cooperating agency (if applicable} and that it does not conflict with Caltrans’
owner-operator responsibilities. All environmental studies and documents prepared to address
affects within and to the Caitrans right of way shali contain the same or equivalent level of
environmental analysis at the Caltrans’ Standard Environmental Reference
(hitp://www.dot.ca.goviser and http://www.dot.ca.gov/ser/forms.htm).

The HSRA must address noise impacts caused by any changes in the vertical or horizontal
alignment of a Caltrans roadway by following the Caltrans' Traffic Noise Analysis Protocol
(August 2000).

The HSRA must also satisfy stormwalter requirements by complying with the Caltrans
Construction General Permit of July 1, 2010, the Caltrans MS-4 NPDES Permit, the Caltrans
Stormwater Management Plan, and the Storm Water Quality Handbook - Project Planning and

Design Guide (May 20073,

Excroachment/Project Development Work in Caltrans R/IW

Any work performed within Caltrans R/W will require discretionary review and approval by
Caltrans District in which it resides. Current policy allows Highway Improvement Projects
costing $1 million or less 1o follow the Caltrans Encroachment Permit process. Highway
Tmprovement Projects costing greater than $1 million but less than 53 million would be allowed
to follow a streamlined project development process similar to the Caltrans Encroachment Permit

process.

Highway Improvement Projects priced at greater than $3 million, or considered complex
projects, would be required to adhere to the full Project Development Process (¢.g. Project
initiation Documents, Project Study Reports, and Cooperative Agreements}.

Construction within Statc Highway R/W must include the appropriate engineering pians
consistent with Caltrans Standards and Specifications and signed and stamped by a professional
engineer registered in the State of California, The Caltrans Permit Manual contains 4 listing of
typical information required for project plans. All design and construction must be in
conformance with the Americans with Disabilitics Act (ADA) requirements. The authority will

“Calirans improves mobiline eeross California”
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not advertise the construction contract within Caltrans R/W unul Caltrans issues an
encroachment permit for the work. Additional mformation regarding encroachment pernts
may be obtained by contacting the Caltrans Permits Office at (619) 688-6158.

Caltrans anticipates being an active partner in coordinating with the Authority in the preparation
and development of the project EIR/EIS to ensure Caltrans standards are met and to avoid or
minimize potential impacts to Caltrans facilities and resources. Caltrans shares the Authonity’s
goal 1o improve mobility across California and will continue to work with the Authority to help
advance the implementation of the HST project.

Caltrans has assigned a project manager in cach District to coordinate the project approval. For
further information regarding this matter, please contact our Statewide coordinator Mr, Jess
Avila, at (916) 227-9848 or email Jess avila@edotcagov. The Deputy District Directors for
Planming in District 7 and 8, are fim McCarthy and William A. Mosby, who concur with thesc
comments.

If you need further information or have, any questions, regarding this correspondence, please
contact Chris Schmidt at (619) 220-7360 or email chris_schmidi@idot.ca.gov.

Sincercly, -

. H .
A ca 4
i s g
L9 Py R
e [ E s
o 7 i

BILL FIGGE
Deputy Distriet Director, Planning Division

Altachment A

ce: Jim McCarthy, Deputy District Director, District 7
William A, Mosby, Deputy District Director, District 8
Jose Martinez. Los Angeles to San Diego Regional Manager, California High-Speed
Rail Authority .
Jess Avila, California High-Speed Rail Authority Coordinator, Caltrans
Gary Arnold, Statewide LD-IGR Coordinator, Caltrans
Sam Amen, HST Program Manager, Caltrans District 11
Reza Fateh, HST Program Manager, Caltrans District 7
Joe Meraz, Project Manager, Caltrans District 7
Chris Schmidt, Senior Transportation Planner, Caltrans District 11
Yacob Armstrong, Scnior Transportation Planner, Caltrans District 11
Scott Morgan, State Clearance House

“Caltrans improves mobility acrass Californio”



Attachment A

District 7 Planned and Fulure Projects

1-10 HOT Lane Demonstration Project

State Route 60 HOV Lanes

State Route 60/Lemon Street inferchange {(New)
1-605/1-10 direct HOV Connector Project

-10 HOV Lanes

710 Freeway Extension Project

State Route 71 Grade Separation Project

Metro Gold Line Extension Project

District 8 Planned and Future Projects

Route 15 Riverside County

NEAR CORONA AT -18/CAJALCO RD IC - RECONSTRUCT/REALIGN & WIDEN CAJALCG RD FROM 2
TO 6 LANES FRCM TEMESCAL CYN RD TO BEDFORD CYN RD & RECONSTRUCTAVIDEN RAMPS 1

TO 2 LANES.

FRENCH VALLEY PKWY IC/ARTERIAL PHASES: CONSTRUCT 6 LN IC (JEFFERSON TO YNEZ) &
RAMPS, NE/SE AUX LN, CD LNS (3 LNS NB & SB) & MODIFY WINCHESTER RD IC (1-215 PM: 8.2-8.5)

{EA:43270)

ON 115 810 TEMECULA - CONSTRUCT NEW EASTERN BYPASSA-15 1C (4 LANES, 2 LANES IN EACH
DIRECTION) & RAMPS {1 LANE) WITH EASTERLY 4 LANE ARTERIAL CONNECTION
APPPROXIMATELY 2 MILES AT NEW EASTERN BYPASS ARTERIALAC BETWEEN PM 0.0 TG 2.0 ON §-

15

FROM SR-74 TO SAN BERNARDING C,;OUNTY LINE - BUILD HOV/HOT LANES: 2 HOV3+/HOT EACH
DIR

Route 215 Riverside County

ON #-215/SRE1/SRE0, RIV 1215 COR IMPROV PROJ - FROM 60/01/215 JCT TO 60/215 SPLIT - WIDEN 8
TO 8 LNS, INCLUDING MAINLINE/ IC IMPROVS, ADD HOV, AUX, & SB TRUCK CLIMB LN (EA: 3348U1)

ON (215 (N/O EUCALYPTUS AVE TO S/0 BOX SPRINGS RD) & SR60 (DAY ST TO SR80/-215 JCT):
RECONSTRUCT JCT TO PROVIDE 2 HOV DIRECT CONNECTOR LNS (SR6D PM: 12,21 TO 13.31) AND
MINOR WIDENING TO BOX SPRINGS RD FROM 2 TO 4 LNS {APPROX 350 METERS) BTWN MORTON
RD & BOX SPRINGS RDIFAIR ISLE I1C (EA: 448311)

ON 215 IN SW RIV CO FROM MURRIETA HOT SPRINGS RD TO S8COTT RD: CONSTRUCT A THIRD
MIXED FLOW LANE IN EACH DIRECTION (WIDENS I-215 FROM 4 TO 6 MF LANES - 3 IN EACH
DIRECTION) (EA: 0F161)

ON 1215 IN SW RIV CO FROM SCOTT RD TO NUEVO RD IC: CONSTRUCT A THIRD MIXED FLOW
LANE IN EACH DIRECTION (WIDENS I-215 FROM 4 TO 8 LANES - 3 IN EACH DIRECTION} (EA: 0F162)

(PARED)



(Attachment A continued)

Route 10 San Bernardino Gounty

1-10 TIPPECANOE INTERCHANGE VC CONFIGURATION & ADD AUX LANES; HP#1366 (AUX LANE 15
FOR EASTBOUND TRAFFIC FROM WATERMAN ON-RAMP TO TIPPECANCE OFF-RAMP.

-10 AT GROVE INTERCHANGE AND GROVE AVE. CORRIDOR - RELOCATE /110 & 4TH ST. VC TO

GROVE AVE. AND WIDEN GROVE AVE BETWEEN 1-10 TO HOLT (WIDEN 4-6 LANES)

I-10 FROM HAVEN TO FORD - ADD 1 HOV LANE EACH DIRECTION, WIDEN UC'S, RECONSTRUCT

RAMPS (PM7.4-34.0)

Route 215 San Bernardine County

1-215 BI-=COUNTY IMPROVMT PROJECT - 1-215 FROM - SRe0D/SR91/-215 YT IN RIVERSIDE TO
ORANGE SHOW RD. IN SAN BERNARDINO- ADD 1 HOV & 1 MIXED FLOW LN IN EA.DIR.& ADD
DECEL AND ACCEL LNS W/LOCAL RDS W/ ADDITIONAL IMPROVEMTNS AT COLUMBIA AVE,
CENTER ST., IODWA AVE, WASHINGTON

Rail Project San Bernardine County

IN COLTON #ROM 0,2 MIL {0.3 KM) W/O RANCHO AVE TO 0.9 M! (1.5 KM) E/C LA CADENA DRIVE -

CONSTRUCT RR TO RR GRADE SEPARATION

District 11 Planned and Future Projects

dajor Capital Improvements - these projects are included in the SANDAG November 2007 Regional
Transportation Plan.

Transit Facilities

Mid-Coast Light Rail ~ Project proposes to extend light rall transit {LRT} service from the Old Town Transit
Center to the University City community serving major activity centers such as the University of Californiz,
San Diego (LUCSD), University Town Center (UTC), Old Town, and Downtown San Diego. The extension
runs paraliel to -5 from Old Town fo UCSD.

HOV and Managed Lane Facilities

interstate [-5 from PM R20.0 to PM R30.7 and Interstate |-15 from PM M12.1 to PM R31.5.
improvements include additional Freeway (F), High Occupancy Vehicle (HOV}, Managed Lanes (ML) and
Moveable Barrier {MB} lanes throughout.

FREE- | FROM TO | EXISTING REVENUE REASONABLY | UNCONSTRAIN- |
WAY . CONSTRAINED EXPECTED | ED 2007 ‘
2007
. LaJolla | - -
-5 I-8 ,  BFMOF | BFMOF+ 2HOV | BF/10F + 2 HOV 10F+2HOV
Village Dr |
LaJolla | I-5/-805 . -
W | viager. | Merge | BF(14F | BF/14F + 2 HOV BFMAF + 2 HOV | BF/14F + 4ML
115 | SRi63 | SR&s | O Z‘RZ)M‘“ 6F 6F 8F+2HOV
) Centre .
15 SRS6 | i piwy. 6F 8F+2HOV BF+2HOV BF+2HOV
Centre .
M5 | o Prwy, | SR8 8F 10F+4ML/MB 10F +4ML/MB TOF+AML/MB
Carroll
1-803 SR.52 Canyon 8F 8F + 4ML. 8F + 4ML 8F + 4ML
Road

b



{Attachment A continued)

HOV ang BRT Connectors

interstate -5 from PM R30.7 and Interstate 1-15 from PM R31.5
improvements Include High Cecupancy Vehicle (HGV) and Bus Rapid Transit (8RT) Connettors.

FREEWAY INTERSECTING MOVEMENT
-5 -805 North fo North & South 1o South
115 SR-78 East to South & North to West

Highway Widening, Arterials, and Freeway Interchanges

Interstate 1-15 from PM R31.5 to PM R34.3
Improvements include additional Freeway (F) and Toll lanes throughout.

FREE. | FROM TO EXISTING REVENUE REASONABLY | UNCONSTRAINED
WAY CONSTRAINED | EXPECTED 2007
2007
i Riverside
-1 i SR78 1 County 8F ‘ 8F 8F+4 Toll 8F +4 Tolf

e foflowing specific projocts are in progress:

SD 1-803 from 23.3 to 27.7 - Construct managed lanes north.

In San Diego County in San Diego on R805 from 0.4 mile of R805/State Route 52 {SR-52) separator to 0.8
mite south of the Sorrento Valley under-crossing and on SR-52 from .2 mile west to .4 mile east of I-305/SR-
62 separalion PM 23.3/27.7; RB2 3.5/4.1.

Timeling: PS&E 8/11/20615, Approve Contract - 2/12/2016

EB interstate (-8) to NB Interstate 5 (1-5) - Construct auxiliary lanesiwiden connectar.

On 8D -5 fram PM 19.9 te 22.5. On -5 from 0.1 KM south of junction with -8 and on the right lanes thru
the Sea World Drive interchange on -8 from 1-8/1-5 PM 20.0 separation to 0.6 KM east of Morena Bivd.
under-crossing.

Timefine: PA&ED — 2010, Complete — 2018

North Interstate 805 {§-805) HOV Lanes Project

Canstruction of & high ocoupancy vehicle {HOV lane in each direction along Interstate 805 from Interstate (-
5) PM 28.9 to PM 26.8 Carroli Canyon Road and construction of a northerly Direct Access Ramp (DAR}
from the Carroli Canyon Road Extension to the HOV lanes (Unit 2}.

Timefine: Construction — 2009 Complete 2011

Interstate 15 {i-15) Express Lanes project — Construct managed lanes.

The 1-15 Express Lanes will provide a four lane, 20 mile express lane facility in the median of the -15
stretehing from State Route 163 (SR-163) PM M12.1 north to State Route 78 (SR-78) PMR31.5.
Timeline: Completion 2012

San Diego International Airport Lindbergh Field - Shori-term improvements.

improvements include the addition of 10 new gates to Terminal 2 West and various airfield, parking, and
roadway improvements, New Car Renta! facility on southside of Pacific Highway @ Sassafras immediately
adjacent to I-5 and Airport and the planned inter-modal Center.

Timeline: Completion - TBD

Sea World Drive — Project Study Report (PSR}

Sea World Drive runs in an east-west direction within the City of San Diego. The project limits are bounded
to the west by the intersection of Sea World Drive and Pacific Highway/East Mission Bay Drive and to the
east by the iniersection of Tecolote Road and Morera Boulevard. The proposed improvements will enhance
safety, provide cangestion relief, and improve access {0 1-5 by reconfiguring the interchange to
accommodate a northbound loop on-ramp to 1-5. Timeline: EIR/EA - 10/2012

tad
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December 2, 2009

Mr. Dan Leavitt, Deputy Director
California High-Speed Rail Authority
925 L. Street, Suite 1425
Sacramento, CA 95814

Subject: Notice of Preparation of a Project Environmental Impact Report/Environmental
Impact Statement for the California High-Speed Train Project from Los Angeles

to San Diego via the Inland Empire.

Dear Mr. Leavitt:

The Department of Fish and Game (Department) has reviewed the above-referenced Notice of
Preparation (NOP), for a Draft Environmental Impact Report (DEIR), relative to impacts to
biological resources. The California High-Speed Rail Authority will prepare a DEIR for project-
level impacts throughout Los Angeles, Orange and San Diego Counties.

To enable Department staff to adequately review and comment on the proposed project we
recommend the following information, where applicable, be included in the Draft Environmental

Impact Report:

8 A complete, recent assessment of flora and fauna within and adjacent to the project
area, with particular emphasis upon identifying endangered, threatened, and locally
unique species and sensitive habitats (Attachment 1). This should include a complete
floral and faunal species compendium of the entire project site, undertaken at the
appropriate time of year.

a. A thorough recent assessment of rare plants and rare natural communities, following
the Department's Guidelines for Assessing Impacts to Rare Plants and Rare Natural
Communities.

b. A complete, recent assessment of sensitive fish, wildlife, reptile, and amphibian
species. Seasonal variations in use of the project area should also be addressed.
Recent, focused, species-specific surveys, conducted at the appropriate time of year
and time of day when the sensitive species are active or otherwise identifiable, are
required. Acceptable species-specific survey procedures should be developed in
consultation with the Department and U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service.

c. Rare, threatened, and endangered species to be addressed should include all those
which meet the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) definition (see CEQA
Guidelines, Section 15380).

d. The Department's Biogeographic Data Branch in Sacramento should be contacted at
(916) 322-2493 to obtain current information on any previously reported sensitive
species and habitats, including Significant Natural Areas identified under Chapter 12

Conserving California’s Wildlife Since 1870



Mr. Dan Leavitt, Deputy Director
December 2, 2009
Page 2 of 6

of the Fish and Game Code. Also, any Significant Ecological Areas (SEAs) or
Environmentally Sensitive Habitats (ESHs) or any areas that are considered
sensitive by the local jurisdiction that are located in or adjacent to the project area

must be addressed.

2. A thorough discussion of direct, indirect, and cumulative impacts expected to adversely
affect biological resources, with specific measures to offset such impacts. This
discussion should focus on maximizing avoidance, and minimizing impacts.

a.

CEQA Guidelines, Section 15125(a), direct that knowledge of the regional setting is
critical to an assessment of environmental impacts and that special emphasis should
be placed on resources that are rare or unique to the region.

Project impacts should also be analyzed relative to their effects on off-site habitats
and populations. Specifically, this shouid include nearby public lands, open space,
adjacent natural habitats, and riparian ecosystems. Impacts to and maintenance of
wildlife corridor/movement areas, including access to undisturbed habitat in adjacent
areas are of concern to the Department and should be fully evaluated and provided.
The analysis should aiso include a discussion of the potential for impacts resulting
from such effects as increased vehicle traffic, outdoor artificial lighting, noise and
vibration.

A cumulative effects analysis should be developed as described under CEQA
Guidelines, Section 15130. General and specific plans, as well as past, present, and
anticipated future projects, should be analyzed relative to their impacts on similar
plant communities and wildlife habitats.

Impacts to migratory wildlife affected by the project should be fully evaluated
including proposals to removal/disturb native and ornamental landscaping and other
nesting habitat for native birds. Impact evaluation may also include such elements
as migratory butterfly roost sites and neo-tropical bird and waterfowl stop-over and
staging sites. All migratory non-game native bird species are protected by
international treaty under the Federal Migratory Bird Treaty Act (MBTA) of 1918 (50
C.F.R. Section 10.13). Sections 3503, 3503.5 and 3513 of the California Fish and
Game Code prohibit take of birds and their active nests, including raptors and other
migratory non-game birds as listed under the MBTA.

Impacts to all habitats from City or County required Fuel Modification Zones (FMZ).
Areas slated as mitigation for loss of habitat shall not occur within the FMZ.

Proposed project activities (including disturbances to vegetation) should take place
ouiside of the breeding bird season (February 1- September 1) to avoid take
(including disturbances which would cause abandonment of active nests containing
eggs and/or young). [f project activities cannot avoid the breeding bird season, nest
surveys should be conducted and active nests should be avoided and provided with
a minimum buffer as determined by a biological monitor (the Department
recommends a minimum 500-foot buffer for all active raptor nests).

3. A range of alternatives should be analyzed to ensure that alternatives to the proposed
project are fully considered and evaiuated. A range of alternatives which avoid or
otherwise minimize impacts to sensitive biological resources including wetlands/riparian
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habitats, ailuvial scrub, coastal sage scrub, Joshua tree woodlands, etc. should be
included. Specific alternative locations should also be evaluated in areas with lower

resource sensitivity where appropriate.

a. Mitigation measures for project impacts to sensitive plants, animals, and habitats
should emphasize evaluation and selection of alternatives which avoid or otherwise
minimize project impacts. Compensation for unavoidable impacts through
acquisition and protection of high quality habitat elsewhere should be addressed with
offsite mitigation locations clearly identified.

b. The Department considers Rare Natural Communities as threatened habitats having
both regional and local significance. Thus, these communities should be fully
avoided and otherwise protected from project-related impacts (Attachment 2).

¢. The Department generally does not support the use of relocation, salvage, and/or
transplantation as mitigation for impacts to rare, threatened, or endangered species.
Department studies have shown that these efforts are experimental in nature and
largely unsuccessful.

4, A California Endangered Species Act (CESA) incidental take permit is required if the
project has the potential to result in “take” of species of plants or animals listed under
CESA, either during construction or over the life of the project. CESA Permits are
issued to conserve, protect, enhance, and restore State-listed threatened or endangered
species and their habitats. Early consultation is encouraged, as significant modification
to the proposed project and mitigation measures may be required in order to obtain a
CESA Permit. Revisions to the Fish and Game Code, effective January 1998, require
that the Department issue a separate CEQA document for the issuance of a CESA
permit unless the project CEQA document addresses ali project impacts to listed species
and specifies a mitigation monitoring and reporting program that will meet the
requirements of a CESA permit. For these reasons, the foliowing information is
requested:

a. Biological mitigation monitoring and reporting proposals should be of sufficient detail
and resolution to satisfy the requirements for a CESA Permit.

b. A Department-approved Mitigation Agreement and Mitigation Plan is required for
plants listed as rare under the Native Plant Protection Act.

5. The Department opposes the elimination of watercourses (including concrete channels)
and/or the canalization of natural and manmade drainages or conversion to subsurface
drains. All wetlands and watercourses, whether intermittent, ephemeral, or perennial,
must be retained and provided with substantial setbacks which preserve the riparian and
aquatic habitat values and maintain their value to on-site and off-site wildlife populations.
The Department recommends a minimum natural buffer of 500 feet from the outside
edge of the riparian zone on each side of a drainage.

a. The Department requires a Streambed Alteration Agreement (SAA), pursuant to
Section 1600 et seq. of the Fish and Game Code, with the applicant prior to any
direct or indirect impact to a lake or stream bed, bank or channel or associated
riparian resources. The Department’s issuance of a SAA may be a project that is
subject to CEQA. To facilitate our issuance of the Agreement when CEQA applies,
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the Department as a responsible agency under CEQA may consider the local
jurisdiction’s (Lead Agency) document for the project. To minimize additional
requirements by the Department under CEQA the document should fuily identify the
potential impacts to the lake, stream or riparian resources and provide adequate
avoidance, mitigation, monitoring and reporting commitments for issuance of the
Agreement. Early consultation is recommended, since modification of the proposed
project may be required to avoid or reduce impacts to fish and wildlife resources.

8. Project Specific Comments to be addressed in the Draft Environmental impact Report.
Consistency with Existing and Draft Regional Conservation Plans

The Department believes that a linear project of this magnitude, extending through
diverse and biologically rich habitats, merits a thorough discussion regarding the
impacts that the High-Speed Train (HST) System (including connected actions and
alternatives) could have on meeting the goais and objectives articulated in existing
and draft Natural Community Conservation Plan/Habitat Conservation Pian
(NCCP/HCP) efforts. It is the policy of the Department to promote and foster the
development of planning strategies at the ecosystem level through active
participation in local development of regional NCCP/HCP’s, which often include
innovative multipie species habitat conservation planning efforts (e.g., Multiple
Species Conservation Program (MSCP)). The success of these plans is reliant on
maintaining core biological resource areas and habitat linkages that are essential to
the long-term biological viability of associated flora and fauna. Therefore, the Project
EIR/EIS needs to provide a thorough discussion/analysis on this topic. We believe
the proposed project couid cause excessive impacts and loss of biologically sensitive
lands and resources within those portions of County affected by the HST System.
These lands (associated with the aforementioned MSCP) are being conserved and
managed for a variety of purposes including: {(a) preservation and protection of rare
and sensitive habitats; (b) conservation of wildlife dependent upon those habitats; (¢)
restoration of habitat; (d) creation of habitat (e.g., wetland habitat); (e) management
of natural resources; (f) scientific research; and (g) long-term monitoring of plants
and animals associated with the lands. The Department strongly recommends
providing a separate discussion in the Project EIR/EIS to identify the proposed
project’s effects (including connected actions and alternatives) on conservation
strategies that are outlined within existing or draft NCCP/HCP's {i.e., City of San
Diego’s MSCP Subarea Plan and County of San Diego's draft North County MSCP).
We would emphasize that the success of these NCCP/HCP’s is also dependent on
the coordination of participating local jurisdictions and other entities to ensure that
there are interconnected, contiguous preserves that meet the survival and recovery
needs of multiple species in perpetuity. Federal and State Incidental Take Permits
(ITPs) for endangered/threatened species have been issued to local jurisdictions
within San Diego County based upon plan conservation levels and conserved habitat
configuration. If those conservation levels, and the locations of conserved lands, are
significantly aitered by the HST project, then ITPs for the NCCP plans may have to
be modified. This could potentially affect a much broader area than just the footprint
of the HST project, as the jurisdictions rely upon the plan ITPs to address take of
listed species throughout their jurisdictional areas. A thorough analysis of the
regulatory impacts of the HST system needs to also be included in the EIR/EIS.
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We would encourage the HST System incorporate the goals, objectives, and
preserve design criteria associated with the NCCP/HCP's; absent consideration in
these areas could severely compromise the biological functions and values and
geographical integrity these plans were envisioned to achieve. For example, the
proposed project, as currently designed, may significantly affect biological core
viability in designated preserve areas (i.e., habitat fragmentation via physical barrier
between designated preserve areas and associated linkages/corridors). We
recommend that every effort be directed at evaluating and considering alternative
routes that clearly avoid and minimize impacts to native vegetation communities and
associated species. This can partially be accomplished by adherence to the
conservation objectives identified within approved and draft NCCP/HCP subarea
plans that the HST System would bisect and then applying the principle conservation
strategies outlined within those plans. Consequently, consistency with the
overarching goals, objectives, and conditions set forth by all applicable plans will
ensure conservation of the biological resources, sensitive habitats, and high
biological diversity of the region.

Adequacy of Environmental Review under CEQA

The Department is particularly interested in the Project EIR/EIS thoroughly
describing “a range of reasonable aiternatives to the project, or to the location of the
project, which would feasibly attain most of the basic objectives of the project but
would avoid or substantially lessen any of the significant effects of the project, and
evaluate the comparative merits of the alternatives,” as required by Section 15126.6
(a) of the CEQA Guidelines. The discussion must include alternatives, “even if these
alternatives would impede to some degree the attainment of the project objectives, or
would be more costly’ (Section 15126.6 [b] of the CEQA Guidelines). In order for the
Department to utilize the final document as a responsible agency, the alternatives
must include those which avoid or otherwise minimize impacts to sensitive biological
resources that are regulated by Fish and Game Code. The authority must ensure
that in the process of determining the improvements that will ultimately be developed
into projects, those alternatives which would avoid or minimize impacts to biological
resources are not preciuded at the Project EIR/EIS stage. Due to the highly
developed nature of portions of this corridor, the remaining fish and wildlife resources
are already highly constrained. These resources should be identified in the Project
EIR/EIS, and alternatives developed that will retain existing resources; alternatives
which provide opportunities to improve the existing conditions should aiso be
explored, and evaluated in a regional context in the Project EIR/EIS. This includes
water quality and wildlife movement corridors that have been degraded in the past
and that could be improved through the design and incorporation of appropriate
features within the HST System corridor.

Biological impacts, associated mitigation measures, and mitigation requirements

Adequate mitigation plans require a detailed project impact analysis, which in turn
relies upon accurate and up-to-date biological assessments of resources that may be
affected by the proposed project. In the case of the HST project, detailed biological
surveys of primary and alternative routes must be conducted. A regional-scale
assessment and impact analysis is not adequate. A priority should be directed at
formulating mitigation measures that avoid and minimize direct and indirect biological
impacts. The Project EIR/EIS should clearly commit that impacts to habitats
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occupied by listed species would be offset through the preservation of occupied
habitat of equal or greater conservation value than the habitat impacted, with the
final determination to be made in cooperation with the Department. Any unmitigable
impacts to sensitive species and unique habitat types should be considered
significant under the CEQA. Measures to adequately mitigate for significant impacts
should be articulated and analyzed in the Project EIR/EIS. Further, to be considered
legally adequate under CEQA, mitigation measures must be capable of rectifying the
impact by repairing, rehabilitating, or restoring the impacted environment and/or
reducing or eliminating the impact over time by preservation and maintenance
operations during the life of the action (CEQA Guidelines, §15370). For each
significant effect, the Project EIR/EIS must identify specific measures and articulate
the potential mitigation measures that are available (e.g., identify the specific location
where impacts for each species and/or habitat would take place and the acreage of
mitigation available for each potential mitigation site). Each measure should be
discussed separately, and the reasons for choosing one over the other should be

stated.

In addition to complying with CEQA requirements, the project will require
consultation with the Department under the California Endangered Species Act
(CESA) should any State-listed species be impacted by the project. State ITPs will
be required if such impacts occur, and the project must meet the “fully mitigated”
standard that is required under CESA.

The Department also has regulatory authority with regard to activities occurring in
streams and/or lakes that could adversely affect any fish or wildlife resource. For
any activity that will divert or obstruct the natural flow, or change the bed, channel, or
bank (which may include associated riparian resources) of a river or stream, or use
material from a streambed, the project applicant (or “entity”) must provide written
notification to the Department pursuant to Section 1600 et seq. of the Fish and Game
Code. Based on this notification and other information, the Department then
determines whether a Lake and Streambed Alteration (LSA) Agreement is required.

Thank you for this opportunity to provide comment. Questions regarding this letter and further
coordination on these issues should be directed to Ms. Kelly Schmoker, Staff Environmental

Scientist, at (626) 848-8382.

Sincerely,

Edmund Pert
Regional Manager
South Coast Region

CC:

Ms. Helen Birss, Los Alamitos

Ms. Terri Dickerson, Laguna Niguel
Ms. Kelly Schmoker, Pasadena

Mr. Scott Harris, Pasadena

State Clearinghouse, Sacramento



Protocols for Surveying and Evaluating Impacts o
Special Status Native Plant Populations and Natural Communities

State of California
CALIFORNIA NATURAL RESOURCES AGENCY
Department of Fish and Game
November 24, 2009°

INTRODUCTION AND PURPOSE

The conservation of special status native plants and their habitats, as weli as natural communities, is integral {0
maintaining biological diversity. The purpose of these protocols is to facilitate a consistent and systematic approach
to the survey and assessment of special status nafive plants and natural communities so that reliable information is
produced and the potential of locating & special status plant species or natural community is maximized. They may
also help those who prepare and review environmental documents determine when a botanical survey is needed,
how field surveys may be conducted, what information to include in a survey report, and what gualifications to
consider for surveyors. The protocols may help avoid delays caused when inadeguate biological information is
provided during the environmental review process; assist lead, trustee and respensible reviewing agencies to make
an informed decision regarding the direct, indirect, and cumuiative effects of a proposed development, activity, or
action on special status native plants and natural communities; meet California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA)?
requirements for adequate disclosure of potential impacts; and conserve public trust resources.

DEPARTMENT OF FISH AND GAME TRUSTEE AND RESPONSIBLE AGENCY MISSION

The mission of the Department of Fish and Game (DFG) is to manage California’s diverse wildlife and native plant
resources, and the habitats upon which they depend, for their ecological values and for their use and enjoyment by
the public. DFG has jurisdiction over the conservation, protection, and management of wildlife, native plants, and
habitat necessary to maintain biologically sustainable populations (Fish and Game Code §1802). DFG, as trustee
agency under CEQA §15386, provides expertise in reviewing and commenting on environmental documents and
makes protocols regarding potential negative impacts to those resources held in trust for the people of California.

Certain species are in danger of extinction because their habitats have been severely reduced in acreage, are
threatened with destruction or adverse modification, or because of & combination of these and other factors. The
California Endangered Species Act (CESA) provides additional protections for such species, including take
prohibitions (Fish and Game Code §2050 et seq.). As a responsible agency, DFG has the authority to issue permits
for the take of species listed under CESA if the take is incidental to an otherwise lawful activity; DFG has determined
that the impacts of the take have been minimized and fully mitigated; and, the take would not jecpardize the
continued existence of the species (Fish and Game Code §2081). Surveys are one of the preliminary steps to detect
a listed or speciat status plant species or natural community that may be impacted significantly by & project.

DEFINITIONS

Botanical surveys provide information uéed to determine the potential environmental effects of proposed projects on
all special status plants and natural communities as required by law (i.e., CEQA, CESA, and Federal Endangered
Species Act (ESA)). Some key terms in this document appear in bold font for assistance in use of the document.

For the purposes of this document, special status plants include al! plant species that meet one or more of the
following criteria®

' This document replaces the DFG document entitied "Guidelines for Assessing the Effects of Proposed Projects on Rare,
Threatened and Endangered Plants and Natural Communities.”
2 iipiiceres.ca.goviceaal

®  Adapted from the East Alameda County Conservation Strategy available at
hthn e iws. aovisacramenio/EACCSMocumenis/080226  Species_Evaluation EACCE pdf

Survey Protocols
Page 1 0of 7



Listed or proposed for listing as threatened or endangered under ESA or candidates for possible future
listing as threatened or endangered under the ESA (50 CFR §17.12),

L

Listed* or candidates for fisting by the State of California as threatened or endangered under CESA (Fish
and Game Code §2050 ef seq.). A species, subspecies, or variety of plant is endangered when the
prospects of its survival and reproduction in the wild are in immediate jeopardy from one or more causes,
including loss of habitat, change in habitat, over-exploitation, predation, competition, disease, or other
factors (Fish and Game Code §2062). A plant is threatened when it is fikely to become endangered in the
foreseeable future in the absence of special protection and management measures {Fish and Game Code

§2067).

Listed as rare under the California Native Plant Protection Act {Fish and Game Code §1900 ef seg.). A
plant is rare when, athough not presently threatened with extinction, the species, subspecies, or variety is
found in such small numbers throughout its range that it may be endangered if its environment worsens

{Fish and Game Code §1901).

Meet the definition of rare or endangered under CEQA §15380(b) and (d). Species that may meet the
definition of rare or endangered inciude the following:

+ Species considered by the California Native Plant Society (CNPS) to be "rare, threatened or
endangered in California” (Lists 1A, 1B and 2);

+ Species that may warrant consideration on the basis of local significance or recent biological
information®;

Some species included on the California Natural Diversity Database’s (CNDDB) Special Plants,
Bryophytes, and Lichens List {(California Department of Fish and Game 2008)°

Considered a locally significant species, that is, a species that is not rare from z statewide perspective
but is rare or uncommon in a jocal context such as within a county or region (CEQA §15125 (c)) oris s0

designated in local or regional plans, policies, or ordinances {CEQA Guidelines, Appendix G). Examples
include a species at the outer fimits of its known range or a species occurring on an uncommon soit type.

Special status natural communities are communities that are of limited distribution statewide or within a county or
region and are often vulnerable to environmental effects of projects. These communities may or may not contain
special status species or their habitat. The most current version of the Department's List of California Terrestrial
Natural Communities’ indicates which natural communities are of special status given the current state of the

California classification.

Moast types of wetlands and riparian communities are considered specia! status natural communities due to their
limited distribution in California. These natural communities often contain special status plants such as those
described above. These protocols may be used in conjunction with protocols formulated by other agencies, for
example, those developed by the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers to delineate jurisdictional wetlands® or by the U.S.

Fish and Wildlife Service to survey for the presence of special status plants®.

* Refer to current online published lists available at: http:/fwww.dfg.ca.govibicgeodata.

in general, CNPS List 3 plants (plants about which more information is needed) and List 4 planis (plants of limited distribution) may
nol warrant consideration under CEQA §15380. These plants may be included on special status plant #ists such as those developed
by counties where they wouid be addressed under CEQA §15380. List 3 plants may be analyzed under CEQA §15380 if sufficient
information is available to assess potential impacts to such plants. Factors such as regional rarity vs. statewide rarity should be
considered in determining whether cumulative impacis to a List 4 plant are significant even if individual project impacts are not. List
3 and 4 plants are also included in the California Natural Diversity Database’s (CNDDB) Special Plants, Bryophytes, and Lichens
List. [Refer to the current online published list available at: tp: /v dfg.ca.govibiogeodala.] Data on Lists 3 and 4 plants should
be submitted fo CNDDB. Such data aids in determining or revising priority ranking. ‘

& Refer io current oniine published lists available at: hilo://www.dfg.ca.gov/biogeodata.

T hitp/wew.diy.ca.govibicgeotatalvegcamp/pafs/natcomiisi.pdi. The rare natural communities are asterisked on this list.

2

& http:iwww wetlands .comiregsitipge02e hitm
% .8, Fish and Wildhife Service Survey Guidelines available at hitp:/iwww fws.gov/sagramento/es/protocol.ilm

Survey Protocols
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BOTANICAL SURVEYS

Conduci botanical surveys prior to the commencement of any activities that may modify vegetation, such as
clearing, mowing, or ground-breaking activities. 1t is appropriate to conduct a botanical field survey when:

Natural (or naturalized) vegetation ocours on the site, and it is unknown if special status plant species or
natural communities occur on the site, and the project has the potential for direct or indirect effects on

vegetafion; or
Special status plants or natural communities have historically been identified on the project site; or

L]

Special status plants or natural communities occur on sites with similar physical and hiclogical properties as
the project site.

SURVEY OBJECTIVES

Conduct field surveys in a manner which maximizes the fikelihood of locating special status plant species or
special status natural communities that may be present. Surveys should be fioristic in nature, meaning that
every plant taxon that ocours on site is identified to the taxonomic level necessary to determine rarity and listing
status. “Focused surveys” that are limited io habitats known to suppart special status species or are restricted
to lisis of likely potential species are not considered floristic in nature and are not adeguate {o identify all plant
taxa on site to the level necessary to determine rarity and listing status. Include a list of plants and naturai
communities detected on the site for each botanical survey conducted. More than one field visit may be
necessary to adequately capture the floristic diversity of a site. An indication of the prevalence (estimated total
numbers, percent cover, density, etc.) of the species and communities on the site is also useful io assess the

significance of a particular poputation.

SURVEY PREPARATION

Before field surveys are conducted, compile relevant botanical information in the general project area to provide
a regional context for the investigators. Consult the CNDDB' and BIOS™" for known occurrences of special
status plants and natural communities in the project area prior to field surveys. Generally, identify vegetation
and habitat types potentially occurring in the project area based on biological and physical properties of the site
and surrounding ecoregion'?, unless a larger assessment area is appropriate. Then, develop a list of special
status plants with the potential to occur within these vegetation types. This list can serve as a tool for the
investigators and facifitate the use of reference sites; however, special status plants on site might not be limited
to those on the list. Field surveys and subsequent reporting should be comprehensive and floristic in nature and
not restricted to or focused only on this list. Include in the survey report the list of potential special status
species and natural communities, and the list of references used to compile the background botanical

information for the site.

SURVEY EXTENT

Surveys should be comprehensive over the entire sile, including areas that will be directly or indirectly impacted
by the project. Adjoining properties should also be surveyed where direct or indirect project effects, such as
those from fuel modification or herbicide application, could potentially extend offsite. Pre-project surveys
restricted to known CNDDB rare plant focations may not identify all special status plants and communities
present and do not provide a sufficient level of information to determine potential impacts.

FIELD SURVEY METHOD

Canduct surveys using systematic field techniques in all habitats of the site to ensure thorough coverage of
potential impact areas, The level of effort required per given area and habitat is dependent upon the vegetation
and its overall diversity and structural complexity, which determines the distance at which plants can be
identified. Conduct surveys by walking over the entire site to ensure thorough coverage, noting all plant taxa

Available ai http:/wvave.diy ca.govbiogeodatalondd)

titn e bios dia.ca.govf
Ecological Subregions of California, available af htip/Awewe s fed usitS/projecislecoregionsiioc him
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observed. The level of effort should be sufficient to provide comprehensive reporting. For example, one
person-hour per eight acres per survey date is needed for a comprehensive field survey in grassland with

medium diversity and moderate terrain’®, with additional time allocated for species identification.

TIMING AND NUMBER OF VISITS

Conduct surveys in the fieid at the fime of year when species are hoth evident and identifiable. Usualty this is
during flowering or fruiting. Space visits throughout the growing season to accurately determine what plants
exist on site. Many times this may involve multiple visits to the same site (e.g. in early, mid, and late-season for
ﬂowerin{g plants) to capture the floristic diversity at a level necessary to determine if special status plants are
present * " The timing and number of visits are determined by geographic location, the natural communities
present, and the weather patterns of the year(s) in which the surveys are conducted.

REFERENCE SITES

When special status plants are known to occur in the type(s) of habitat present in the project area, observe
reference sites (nearby accessible occurrences of the plants) to determine whether those species are
identifiable at the time of the survey and to obtain a visual image of the target species, associated habitat, and

associated natural community.

USE OF EXISTING SURVEYS

For some sites, floristic inventories or special status plant surveys may already exist. Additional surveys may be
necessary for the following reasons:

+  Surveys are not current'®; or
Surveys were conducted in natural systems that commonly experience year to year fluctuations such as
periods of drought or fiooding (e.g. vernal pool habitats or riverine systems); or

Surveys are not comprehensive in nature; or fire history, land use, physical conditions of the site, or climatic
gonditions have changed since the last survey was conducted'®; or

Surveys were conducted in natural systems where special status plants may not be observed if an annual
above ground phase is not visible (e.g. flowers from a bulby; or

Changes in vegetation or species distribution may have occurred since the |ast survey was conducted, due
to habitat alteration, fluctuations in species abundance and/or seed bank dynamics.

NEGATIVE SURVEYS

Adverse conditions may prevent investigators from determining the presence of, or accurately identifying, some
species in potential habitat of target species. Disease, drought, predation, or herbivory may preclude the
presence or identification of target species in any given year. Discuss such conditions in the report.

The failure to locate a known special status plant occurrence during one field season does not constitute
evidence that this plant occurrence no longer exists at this location, particularly if adverse conditions are
present. For example, surveys over a number of years may be necessary if the species is an annual plant
having a persistent, long-lived seed bank and is known not to germinate every year. Visits to the site in more

Adapted from LS. Fish and Wildlife Service kit fox survey guidelines available at

www fwe . govisacramento/esidogumenis/kitfox_no_protocol.pdf

U.5. Fish and Wildlife Service Survey Guidelines available at hitp: i fws_govisacramento/es/prolocol.htin

Habitats, such as grasslands or desest plant communities that have annual and short-lived perennial planis as major floristic
compenents may require yeazly surveys o accurately document baseling conditions for purposes of impact assessment. In forested
areas, however, surveys at infervals of five years may adequalely represent current conditions. For forested areas, refer to
“Guidefines for Conservation of Sensitive Plant Resources Within the Timber Harvest Review Process and During Timber
Harvesting Operations”, available at hitps://r1.dfg.ga.qoviportaliPortals/t 2/THPBotanicalGuidelinesJuly2005.pdf

{J.8. Fish and Wildlife Service Survey Guidelines available at
ntip:Aivwwe. fws goviventura/gpeciesinfo/protecols quidelines/docs/hotanicatinventories. pdf
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than one year increase the likelihood of detection of a special status plant especially if conditions change. Te
further substantiate negafive findings for 2 known occurrence, a visit to & nearby reference site may ensure that

the timing of the survey was appropriate.

REPORTING AND DATA COLLECTION

Adequate information about special status plants and natural communities present in a project area will enable
reviewing agencies and the public to effectively assess potential impacts {o special status plants or natural
communities’” and will guide the development of minimization and mitigation measures. The next section describes
necessary information to assess impacts. For comprehensive, systematic surveys where no special status species
or hatural communities were found, reporting and data collection responsibilities for investigators remain as

described below, excluding specific occurrence infoermation.

SPECIAL STATUS PLANT OR NATURAL COMMUNITY OBSERVATIONS

Record the following information for locations of each special status plant or ratural community detected during
a field survey of a project site.

A detaifed map (1:24,000 or larger) showing locations and boundaries of each special status species
occurrence of natural community found as related to the proposed project. Mark occurrences and
koundaries as accuralely as possible. locations documented by use of global positioning system (GPS)

coordinates must inciude the datum'® in which they were collected;

The site-specific characteristics of occurrences, such as associated species, habitat and microhabhitat,
structure of vegetation, topographic features, soil type, texture, and soil parent materiai. If the species is
associated with a wetland, provide a description of the direction of flow and integrity of surface or
subsurface hydrology and adjacent off-site hydrological influences as appropriate;

The number of individuals in each special status plan{ population as counted (if popuiation is small) or
estimated (if population is large);

If applicable, information abeout the percentage of individuals in each life stage such as seedlings vs.
reproductive individuals;

The number of individuals of the species per unit area, identifying areas of refatively high, medium and low
density of the species over the project site; and

Digital images of the target species and representative habitats 1o suppori information and descriptions.

a

FIELD SURVEY FORMS

When a special status plant or natural community is located, complete and submit {o the CNDDB a California
Native Species (or Community) Field Survey Form' or equivalent written report, accompanied by a copy of the
reievant portion of a 7.5 minute topographic map with the occurrence mapped. Present locations documented
by use of GPS coordinates in map and digital form. Data submitted in digital form must include the datum® in
which it was collected. If a potentially undescribed special status natural community is found on the site,
document it with a Rapid Assessment or Relevé form?' and submit it with the CNDDB form.

VOUCHER COLLECTION

Voucher specimens provide verifiable documentation of species presence and identification as well as a public
record of conditions. This information is vital to all conservation efforts. Collection of voucher specimens should

Refer 1o current enline published tists avaitable at: hitp:/wwaw.dio.co covibiooeodata. For Timber Harvest Plans (THPs) please refer
to the "Guidelines for Conservation of Sensitive Piant Resources Within the Timber Harvest Review Process and During Timber
Harvesting Cperations”, available al hilps:/4r1.dig.ca.govipotaliPorlals/ 1 2/THPBolanicalGuidelines Julv2 005 jpdf

NADS3, NAD2Z7 or WGES84

hitp fAwveve dfg.ca.gov/biogeodala

NADE3, NAD27 or WGS84

http: /. dfg.ca.gov/biogeodataivegcampiveg _publications_protocols.asp
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be conducted in a mann
and federal permit requirements (e.g. incidental take permit,
special status species {or suspected special staius species)

er that is congistent with conservation ethics, and is in accordance with applicable state
scientific coliection permit), Voucher collections of
should be made only when such actions would not

jeopardize the continued existence of the population or species.

Deposit voucher specimens with an indexed regional herb
have been made. Digital imagery can be used to supplem
ali relevant permittee names and permit numbers on sp

arium?? no later than 60 days after the coflections
ent plant identification and document habitat. Record
ecimen labels. A collecting permit is required prior to the

coliection of State-listed plant species™.

BOTANICAL SURVEY REPORTS
Include reports of botanical field surveys containing the following information with project environmental
documents:

+ Project and site description

.

*

A description of the proposed project;
A detailed map of the project location and study area that identifies topographic and landscape features
and includes a north arrow and bar scale; and,

A written description of the bioiogical setting, including vegetation™ and structure of the vegetation;
geological and hydroiogical characteristics: and land use or management history.

+ Detailed description of survey methodology and results

*

Dates of field surveys (indicating which areas were surveyed on which dates), name of field
investigator(s), and total person-hours spent on field surveys;

A discussion of how the timing of the surveys affects the comprehensiveness of the survey,

A list of potential special status species or natural communities;

A description of the area surveyed relative to the project area,

References cited, persons contacted, and herbaria visited,

Description of reference site(s), if visited, and phenological development of special status plant(s);

A fist of all taxa occurring on the project site. identify plants to the taxonomic level necessary {o
determine whether or not they are a special status species;

Any use of existing surveys and a discussion of applicabiiity to this project;
A discussion of the potential for a false negative survey;

Provide detailed data and maps for all special plants detected.
headings "Special Status Plant or Natural Community Observations,
be provided for locations of each special status plant detected;

Copies of alt California Native Species Field Survey Forms or Naturai Community Field Survey Forms
should be sent to the CNDDB and included in the environmental document as an Appendix. Itis not
necessary to submit entire environmental documents to the CNDDB; and,

information specified above under the
* and "Field Survey Forms,” should

The location of voucher specimens, if collected.

22

23
24

For a compiete fist of indexed herba
World. New York Botaric Garden, Bronx, New York, 693 pp. Or hitp:/wean.nyba org/bscifbiib him!

Refer to current online published lists available at: Wttt dfa.ca, gov/biogeodata.
A vegetation map that uses the National Vegetation
Manual of California Vegetation, and hightights any
used, ihe report should reference the system, provi
Classification System.

ria, see: Holmgren, P., N. Holmgren and L. Barnett. 1990. Index Herbariorum, Part 1: Herbaria of the

Classification System (hﬂp:ﬁbioloqv.usqs.qov/npsveqlnvcs.hlmi), for example A
special status natural communities. if another vegetetion classification system is
de the reason for its use, and provide a crosswalk to the National Vegetation
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» Assessmeni of potential impacts

« A discussion of the significance of special status plant populations in the project area considering
nearby populations and total species distribution;

+ A discussion of the significance of special status natural communities i the project area considering
nearby occurrences and natural community distribution;

+ A discussion of direct, indirect, and cumulative impacts to the plants and natural communities;
+ A discussion of threats, including those from invasive species, to the plants and natural communifies;

+ A discussion of the degree of impact, if any, of the proposed project on unoccupied, notential habitat of
the species,

+ A discussion of the immediacy of potential impacts; and,

+ Recommended measures fo aveid, minimize, or mitigate impacts.

QUALIFICATIONS
Botanical consultants should possess the following qualifications:
o Knowiedge of plant taxonomy and natural community ecology;
» Familiarity with the plants of the area, including special status species;
»  Familiarity with natural communities of the area, inciuding special status natural communities,

« Experience conducting floristic field surveys or experience with floristic surveys conducted under the
direction of an experienced surveyor,

+ Familiarity with the appropriate state and federal statutes related to plants and plant collecting; and,

+ Experience with analyzing impacts of development on native plant species and natural communities.

SUGGESTED REFERENCES
Barbour, M., T. Keeler-Wolf, and A. A. Schoenherr (eds.). 2007. Terrestrial vegetation of California (3rd Edition).
University of California Press.
Bonham, C.D. 1988. Measurements for terrestrial vegetation. John Wiley and Sens, inc., New York, NY.

California Native Plant Society. Most recent version. Inventory of rare and endangered plants (online edition).
Caiifornia Native Plant Society, Sacramento, CA. Online URL hitp://www .cnps.org/inventory.

California Natural Diversity Database. Most recent version. Special vascular plants, bryophytes and lichens list.
Updated quarierly. Available at www.dfg.ca.gov.

Elzinga, C.L., D.W. Salzer, and J. Willoughby. 1998. Measuring and monitoring plant populations. BLM Technical
Reference 1730-1. U.S. Dept. of the Interior, Bureau of Land Management, Denver, Colorado.

Leppig, G. and J.W. White. 2006. Conservation of peripheral plant populations in California. Madrofic 53:264-274.

Mueiler-Dombois, D. and H. Ellenberg. 1974. Aims and methods of vegetation ecology. John Wiley and Sons, inc.,
New York, NY.

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service. 1996. Guidelines for conducting and reporting botanical inventories for federally
listed piants on the Santa Rosa Plain. Sacramento, CA.

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service. 1996, Guidelines for conducting and reporting botanical inventories for federally
listed, proposed and candidate plants. Sacramento, CA.

Van der Maare!, E. 2005. Vegetation Ecology. Blackwelt Science Ltd., Malden, MA.
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Sensitivity of Top Priority Rare Natural
Communities in Southern California

Sensitivity rankings are determined by the Department of Fish and Game, Califernia Naturai Diversity
Data Base and based on sither number of known occurrences {locations) and/er amount of habitat
remaining (acreage). The three rankings used for these top priority rare natural communities are &s
follows:

Sidl Fewer than 6 known Jocations and/or on fewer than 2,000 acres of habitat remaining.
S24  Ocours in 6-20 known locations and/or 2,000-10,000 acres of habital remaining.
S34  Occurs in 21-100-known locations and/or 10,000-50,000 acres of habitat remaining.

17

The number to the right of the decimal point after the ranking refers to the degree of threat posed to that
natural community regardless of the ranking. For example:

S1.] = very threatened
$2.2 = threatened
§3.3 = no_curreat threats known

Sensitivity Rankings (February 1992)

Rank Community Name

S1.1 Mojave Riparian Forest
Sonoran Cottonwood Wiliow Riparian
Mesquite Bosque

Blephant Tree Woodland
Crucifixion Thorn Woodland
Allthorn Woodiand

Arizonan Woodland

Southern California Walnut Forest
Mainland Cherry Forest

Southern Bishop Pine Forest
Torrey Pine Forest

Desert Mountain White Fir Forest
Southern Dune Scrub

Southern Coastal Biuff Scrub
Maritime Succulent Scrub
Riversidean Alluvial Fan Sage Sorub
Southern Maritime Chaparral
Valley Needlegrass Grassland
Great Basin Grassland

Mojave Desert Grassland

Pebble Plains

Southern Sedge Bog

Cismontane Alkali Marsh

CDOFG Atlachment for NOP Comment Leiters Page 1 of 2



51.2 Southers Foredunes
Mono Pumice Flat
Southern Interior Basal{ Flow Veraal Pool

$2.1 . Venturan Coastal Sage Scrub
Diegan Coastal Sage Scrub
Riversidean Upland Coastal Sage Scrub
Riversidean Deserl Sage Scrub
Sagebrush Steppe
Deserl Sink Scrub
Mafic Southern: Mixed Chaparral
San Diego Mesa Hardpan Vernal Pool
San Disge Mesa Claypan Vernal Poc!
Allali Meadow
Southern Coastal Salt Marsh
Coastal Brackish Marsh
Transmontane Alkali Marsh
Coastal and Valley Freshwater Marsh
Southern Arroyo Willow Riparian Forest
Scuthern Willow Scrub
Modoc-Great Basin Cottonwood Willow Riparian
Modoc-Great Basin Riparian Scrub
Mojave Desert Wash Scrub
Engelmann Gak Woodland
Open Engelmann Oak Woodland
Closed Engelmann Qak Woodiand
Islend Gak Woodland
California Wainut Woodland
Island ironwood Forest
Island Cherry Forest
Southern Interior Cypress Forest
Bigcone Spruce-Canyon Oak Forest

522 Active Coastal Dunes
Active Desert Dunes
Stabilized and Partially Stabilized Desert Dunes
Stabilized and Partially Stabilized Desert Sandfield
Mojave Mixed Steppe
Transmontane Freshwater Marsh
Coulter Pine Forest
Southern California Fellfieid
White Mountains Fellfield

S52.3 Bristlecone Pine Forest
Limber Pine Forest

CDFG Atlachmenl 2 for NOP Cormment Letlers Page 2 0f 2



<N California Regiohal Water Quality Control Board
San Diego Region

Linda S. Adams Over 50 Years Serving San Diego, Orange, and Riverside Counties

Secretary for
Environmental Protection Recipient of the 2004 Environmental Award for Outstanding Achievement from USEPA

Governor

9174 Sky Park Court, Suite 100, San Diego, California 92123-4353
(858) 467-2952 * Fax (858) 571-6972
http:// www.waterboards.ca.gov/sandiego

In reply refer to:

Octob 2
ctober 14, 2009 WPC: Ipardy

Mr. Dan Leavitt

Deputy Director

California High Speed Rail Authority
925 L Street, Suite 1425
Sacramento, CA 95814

Dear Ms. Glasgow:

SUBJECT: INVITATION TO BECOME A PARTICIPATING AGENCY IN THE
LOSSAN HIGH SPEED TRAIN PROJECT EIR/EIS

The California Regional Water Quality Control Board, San Diego (Regional Board) has
received your Notice of Preparation (NOP) and September 30, 3009 invitation to serve
as a participating agency in the development of the Project EIR/EIS for the California
High-Speed Train from Los Angeles to San Diego (LOSSAN), via the Inland Empire,

CA.

The Regional Board regulates discharges of wastes in order to protect the quality of
waters of the State, broadly defined as"the chemical, physical, biological,
bacteriological, radiological, and other properties and characteristics of water which
affects its use.”’ Implementation of the proposed project is likely to result in a number
of potential impacts to water quality, wetland & riparian resources.

Addressing the protection of water resources and quality in the early stages of project
development offers the most cost effective strategy for reducing the physical impacts to
on-site streams and wetlands and minimizing the potential impacts of pollutants in
urban runoff from the site to downstream surface waters.

On behalf of the Regional Board, | accept your invitation and welcome the opportunity
to work with you and other participating agencies to make this project an example of
environmental sustainability in California.

| have assigned Linda Pardy of my staff to be the Regional Board point of contact for
this process, and her contact information follows below:

! California Water Code, §13050.

California Environmental Protection Agency

5
K] Recycled Paper



Mr. Dan Leavitt -2~ October 14, 2009
LOSSAN PEIR/EIS

Linda Pardy

Environmental Scientist

San Diego Regional Water Quality Control Board
Phone: (858) 627-3932

Fax: (858) 571-6972

e-mail: lpardy@waterboards.ca.gov

The heading portion of this letter includes a Regional Board code number noted after
“In reply refer to:” In order to assist us in the processing of your correspondence please
include this code number in the heading or subject line portion of all correspondence
and reports to the Regionai Board pertaining to this matter.

Respectfully,

% /{ A
H

N H. ROBERTUS
Executive Officer

JHR:dtb.cc
ccC:

Ms. Kelly Finn

Environmental Analysis Branch Chief
Caltrans District 11, M.S.-242

4050 Taylor Street

San Diego, CA 92110

Ms. Susanne Glasgow

Deputy District Director, Environmental
Caltrans, District 11, MS-242

4050 Taylor Street

San Diego, CA 92110

Ms. Deborah Bourgeois (By Email)

Assistant to Board Chair
State Water Resources Controf Board

California Environmental Profection Agency

<
% Recycled Paper



CAPITOL OFFICE:
STATE CAPITOL

SACRAMENTO, CA 95814 - -
L EARES California State Senate
DISTRICT OFFICE: S
TH AVENUE, SUITE 20
gj4N5D5|EGO Vgﬁ\ 32 101 SENATOR
TEL (619) 645-3133 CHRISTINE KEHOE

FAX (619) 645-3144
THIRTY-NINTH SENATE DISTRICT

STANDING COMMITTEES:
* APPROPRIATIONS, CHAIR

* BANKING, FINANCE AND
INSURANCE

* BUDGET AND FISCAL REVIEW

* ENERGY, UTILITIES AND
COMMUNICATIONS

* LOCAL GOVERNMENT

* NATURAL RESOURCES AND
WATER

* TRANSPORTATION AND HOUSING

MEMBER:

+ LEGISLATIVE LESBIAN, GAY,
BISEXUAL AND TRANSGENDER
CAUCUS

* LEGISLATIVE WOMEN'S CAUCUS

November 18, 2009

The Honorable Kurt Pringle, Chair
California High-Speed Rail Authority
925 L Street, Suite 1425
Sacramento, CA 95814

Dan Leavitt

Deputy Director

California High-Speed Rail Authority % B L g g0 R
925.L Street, Suite 1425- ...° .0 L T L s e e
Sacramento, CA 95814 o .

Attnf-'LA‘i'sfb HST Projé'ct”ElR/EIS Py | RS GO TR LS
Dear Chalrman Prmgle and Deputy Birsctsr Leavntt 1

Thank you for the opportunlty to prowde comments on the Authorlty s NOP for the |
Project Environmental Impact Report/Environmental Impact Statement (EIR/EIS) for the
Los Angeles to San Diego high speed train corridor.

Last November as our local, state and federal governments reeled from the sudden and
significant downturn in our economy, and with millions of people being laid off as
businesses downsized, California voters affirmed their belief in the importance of high
speed trains as they approved almost $10 biiiion in state bonds. | am in strong support of
implementing the vision of high speed rail from

San Diego to San Francisco and Sacramento. The opportunities to enhance our state’s
economy through the development of new industries and new jobs while reducing
greenhouse gas emissions are boundless.

| support no more than two stations within San Diego County one at San D|ego
International Airport (Lindbergh Field) as part of an Intermodal Transportation Center
and a second at the Escondido Transit Center. | do not support a stop in University City.
| also support the ngh Speed Rail Authorrty analyzing bhoth the |-5 corridor and the I-15
corridor so that a fair and comprehensive determination can be made on how each route

would affect the environment.

Mogt'.-'i'rhpbrtant,"_t recoirhmend that the Authority not lose sight of the public's intent in
voting for the bond measure last November and adopt routes and site stations that fulfill



the vision and promise of a true high speed rail system. That includes facilitating efforts
to enhance intercity rail and support opportunities to develop a commuter market along
the I-15 corridor, a potential extension to the border, and linking transportation
improvements with smart growth land uses.

| look forward to working with the Authority, the San Diego Association of Governments
(SANDAG), and our local jurisdictions in making this high speed rail vision a reality.

CHRISTINE KEHOE
Senator, 39th District



Kris Livingston

From: Mitch Clark [mitch-clark@live.com)]

Sent: Thursday, November 12, 2009 1:24 PM

To: HSR Comments

Subject: NO to TRAINS and money squandering polititians!!!

busses??? WHAT??!1!
THE STATE OF CALIF IS BANKRUPT!!

The state is in financial ruins and the polititians are raising our taxes and
squandering the citizens money on this stupid stuff!

VOTE OUT ALL CURRENT OFFICE HOLDERS IN CALIF.
THEY ARE KILLING OUR STATE!!

Hotmail: Powerful Free email with security by Microsoft. Get it now.



STATE OF CALIFORNIA ARNOLD SCHWARZENEGGER, Governor
PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION

320 WEST 4™ STREET, SUITE 500
LOS ANGELES, CA 90013

November 20, 2009 SCH# 2009091070
Los Angeles to San Diego via Inland Empire High Speed Train System
Los Angeles, San Bernardino, Riverside and San Diego County

Dan Leavitt

Deputy Director

California High-Speed Rail Authority
925 L Street Suite 1425

Sacramento, CA 95814

Re: SCH# 2009091070 — Response to Notice of Preparation (NOP) of Project
Environmental Impact Report / Environmental Impact Statement (EIR/EIS) for the
Los Angeles to San Diego via Inland Empire High-Speed Train (HST) system

Dear Mr. Leavitt:

The California Public Utilities Commission’s (Commission) Rail Crossing Engineering Section
(RCES) is taking this opportunity to address the California High-Speed Rail Authority’s (Authority)
NOP of an EIR/EIS for the Los Angeles to San Diego HST project. RCES staftf offers the following
comments.

Commission Requirements and Policy

The Commission has jurisdiction over the safety of highway-rail crossings (crossings) in
California. The Commission has exclusive power over the design, alteration, and closure of
crossings, pursuant to Public Utilities Code Section 1201 et al. Application to the Commission
is required for construction of railroad across a public road (Commission Rule 3.9). The HST
project is subject to a number of other rules and regulations involving the Commission. The
design criteria of the proposed project will need to comply with Commission General Orders
(GO's). The following GO's, among others, may be applicable:

e GO 26-D (regulations governing clearances on railroads and street railroads with
reference to side and overhead structures, parallel tracks, crossing of public roads,
highways and streets)

e GO 72-B (rules governing the construction and maintenance of crossings at grade of
railroads with public streets, roads and highways)

e GO 75-D (regulations governing standards for warning devices for at-grade highway-rail
crossings)

e GO 88-B (rules for altering public highway-rail crossings)

e GO 95 (rules for overhead electric line construction)



Dan Leavitt

SCH# 2009091070 NOP
November 20, 2009
Page 2 of 4

Background on Currently Proposed High-Speed Train Alignment

The HST alignment from Los Angeles to San Diego via Inland Empire will run along the BNSF
Railway (BNSF), Union Pacific Company (UPRR), North County Tranist District (NCTD), and
San Diego Metropolitan Transit System (MTS) rights of way. The route will impact a number
of existing at-grade, and grade-separated crossings. In addition, the National Passenger Railroad
Corporation (Amtrak) and Southern California Regional Rail Authority (Metrolink) also operate
passenger trains along portions of this route.

On the Riverside segment along the I-215 corridor, Riverside County Transportation
Commission (RCTC) is proposing to extend Metrolink commuter service from the City of
Riverside to the City of Perris along the BNSF Railways San Jacinto Branch line (SJBL)
referred to as Perris Valley Line (PVL). The proposed start of commuter service of the PVL is
in late 2012. The Authority should be aware of such proposal by RCTC and incorporate any
impacts associated with the PVL project and the HST Project.

One area of concern with the San Diego segment is the portion of the alignment that will run
along existing freight and passenger lines in the densely developed downtown San Diego area.
Reviewing the preferred project route it appears the HST will impact the proposed downtown
San Diego quiet zone. Staff has been through diagnostic meetings with the City of San Diego,
MTS, NCTD, and BNSF regarding the downtown San Diego quiet zone. The crossings
upgrades that will be a part of the San Diego quiet zone have been agreed upon by all parties. In
the NOP document it shows that a HST station is being proposed at Ash Street. Ash Street is
part of the proposed San Diego quiet zone and the addition of the HST station will add
pedestrian traffic and alter the characteristics of the Ash Street crossing and possibly other
nearby crossings that are part of the quiet zone. For reference, the northern most crossing of the
quiet zone is Laurel Street and the southern most crossing is Fifth Avenue. The impact that the

HST has on the proposed quiet crossings will have to be evaluated and discussed further with
staff.

The High-Speed Train Alternative

The HST Alternative proposes the construction of an “electric-powered steel-wheel-on-steel-rail
HST system... operating at speeds of 220 mph on mestly dedicated, fully grade-separated tracks
with state-of-the-art safety, signaling, and automated train control systems.”

1. The Commission’s RCES recommends the consolidation and grade-separation of all
existing at-grade crossings along any adopted alignment in the HST project. Building a
new grade separation structure adjacent to an at-grade railroad crossing can negatively
impact the safety of the existing crossing due to limiting the configuration of warning
devices, limiting the geometry of the roadway and sidewalk (potentially precluding
medians or ADA compliant improvements), and obstructing visibility of the warning
devices or an approaching train. Rather than degrading the safety of the existing at-grade
crossings, the project should provide overall improvement by constructing a grade
separation of all the tracks at each crossing.
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It is strongly recommended that the HST project operate on an entirely dedicated and
fully grade-separated track. Incompatibilities with current railroad technology for
Constant Warning Time Detection systems may significantly compromise active warning
devices.

Because the HST system will operate at speeds of 220 mph within the Los Angeles to
San Diego segment of the HST project, consideration should be given to grade-separated
structures that involve trenching the HST track. There are several grade-separated
structures along the proposed alignment that may be significantly impacted as such
structures have the roadway elevated above the railroad tracks.

As construction of roadway grade separation structures is likely to involve massive
changes to public infrastructure and private property in the vicinity of the railroad
crossings, local entities must be allowed to amend their general plans and incorporate
this HST project into existing footprints to allow for future right-of-way preservation.

The majority of cities along the proposed corridor have built their downtowns around the
tracks. The high density commercial, residential and industrial areas near the tracks lead
to a high amount of pedestrians around the tracks. Leaving the tracks at the current
elevation is likely to result in trespassing issues similar to those currently experienced
along the rail corridor. Elevating or lowering the tracks, particularly in the downtown
areas, would mitigate this concern. Vandal resistant fencing or barriers along any
remaining at-grade portions of the alignment should be a requirement of the project.

The Commission’s RCES requests a more detailed proposal of the Los Angeles to San
Diego HST project. The comments offered by the Commission’s RCES staff are based
on limited and generic information of the proposed HST project. In preparation for the
EIR study, all proposed grade-separated structure locations must be identified. Moreover,
identification of all existing at-grade crossings along any adopted alignment is required,
so that potential impact and mitigation measures can be fully addressed.

Because the HST project is solely dependent on an electrified train operation system,
discussions in regards to the placement of electrical lines must be held with Commission
staff so that existing utilities aren’t impacted and minimum required clearances are met.

The Commission is the responsible agency under CEQA section 15381 with regard to this project.
As such, we greatly appreciate the opportunity to work with the Authority to improve public safety
as it relates to crossings in the Los Angeles to San Diego segment of the HST system in California.
We request that RCES be kept informed of all developments associated with the HST project.
Meetings should be arranged with the Commission’s RCES staff to discuss relevant safety issues
and to conduct diagnostic reviews of any proposed and impacted crossing locations along the final
selected railroad alignment in the Los Angeles to San Diego HST project. As more information
related to the HST system becomes available, RCES staff will subsequently forward the Authority
its comments and recommendations to prevent any delays in the project.
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Lastly, as indicated to Authority staff at the technical scoping meetings held in Los Angeles, we
request that an administrative draft of the Draft Environmental Impact Report be sent to the
Commission’s RCES so that all parties are able to address any issues before they are made public in
the final EIR. Hopefully, this collaborative process will assist in meeting General Order
requirements as they apply to the HST project, the review of the environmental documents and the
final CEQA approval of the project.

For questions regarding specific Commission oversight and crossings design, please contact me at
213-576-7078 or by email at rxm@cpuc.ca.gov.

Rosa Munoz,
Utilities Engineer

Rail Crossings Engineering Section
Consumer Protection and Safety Division
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CALIFORNIA HIGH-SPEED RAIL AUTHORITY
NOTICE OF PREPARATION

FROM: Mehdi Morshed
Executive Director
California High-Speed Rail Authority
925 L Street, Suite 1425
Sacramento, CA 95814

SUBJECT: Notice of Preparation of a Project Environmental Impact Report/Environmental Impact
Statement (EIR/EIS) for the California High-Speed Train Project from Los Angeles to San
Diego via the Inland Empire, CA (Note: Review period ends Friday, November 20, 2009)

The California High-Speed Rail Authority (Authority), as the Lead Agency for the California Environmental
Quality Act (CEQA) process for a proposed California High-Speed Train (HST) System, is issuing this
Notice of Preparation (NOP) of a project EIR/EIS for the Los Angeles to San Diego (LA-SD) Section via
the Inland Empire of the Authority’s proposed HST System.

This NOP initiates the State CEQA process and the preparation of an Environmental Impact
Report/Environmental Impact Statement for the LA-SD Section via the Inland Empire of the proposed
California HST System in compliance with relevant state and federal laws, in particular the National
Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) and the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA). The Authority is
issuing the NOP to solicit public and agency input into the development of the scope of the EIR and to
advise the public that outreach activities will be conducted by the Authority and its representatives in the
preparation of the combined EIR/EIS. The Federal Railroad Administration (FRA), an operating
administration with the United States Department of Transportation, will serve as federal lead agency for
the federal environmental review process complying with NEPA. The FRA has responsibility for oversight
of the safety of railroad operations, including the safety of any proposed high-speed ground
transportation system. The FRA will publish a Notice of Intent (NOI) in the Federal Register, announcing
the agency's intention to initiate the federal environmentat review process for this section of the HST
System.

In 2001, the Authority and FRA started a tiered environmental review process for the HST System and in
2005, completed the first tier California High-Speed Train Program EIR/EIS (Statewide Program EIR/EIS)
and approved the statewide HST System for intercity travel in California between the major metropolitan
centers of Sacramento and the San Francisco Bay Area in the north, through the Central Valley, to Los
Angeles and San Diego in the south.. The approved HST System would be about 800 miles. long, with
electric propulsion and steel-wheel-on-steel-rail trains capable of maximum operating speeds of 220 miles
per hour (mph) on a mostly dedicated system of fully grade-separated, access-controlled, state-of-the-art
steel track with safety, signaling, communication, and automated train control systems. In approving the
HST System, the Authority and FRA also selected corridors/general alignments and station location
options throughout most of the system. In 2008, the Authority and FRA completed a second program
EIR/EIS to evaluate and select general alignments and station locations within the broad corridor
between and including the Altamont Pass and the Pacheco Pass to connect the Bay Area and Central
Valley portions of the HST System.

The preparation of the LA-SD HST Project EIR/EIS will involve the development of preliminary
engineering designs and the assessment of potential environmental effects associated with the

925 L Street, Suite 1425 Sacramento, CA 95814 916.324.1541 fax 916.322.0827
www.cahighspeedrail.ca.gov
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Comments by Meeting Attendees
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TAIT GALLOWAY: 1I'll just make a couple
comments just as you consider going forward. I guess
wherever possible —— and my comments are germane just to
the City of San Diego. On the I-15 corridor and the
I-5, to look at options, I understand some of the
earlier discussions of I-15 was looking at an aerial
structure, potentially looking at grade structure or
below grade. I understand there's probably cost and
right-of-way issues. But if that could be at least
considered or evaluated as part of the environmental.

The other —— one of the other issues dealing
with alignment is, as part of a working group and our
discussions with the City of San Diego and High-Speed
Rail team, was an option of looking at a route that went
through University City that potentially could avoid
using the Rose Canyon right-of-way and hooking up with
Interstate 5.

And then likewise, as it goes down the I-5
corridor, the option of looking at different alignments
both at grade, below, and aerial structures to minimize
visual impacts would be welcome by the City.

I guess the other two are more questions. The

other one is dealing with SB 375 and the work that the

Peterson Reporting, Video & Litigation Services
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local jurisdictions in the County of San Diego are
working with SANDAG at the long range assumptions that
we're making for 2050 to avoid the commute out of the
region. So in other words, looking at how we would
house our future population for 2050.

So this actually brings up an interesting thing
I hadn't thought about before. A gentleman had made it
during the presentation about future development
happening outside in Greenfield Development. So
essentially, that's what we had been assuming before.
But now because of SB 375, we're assuming growth now is
gonna happen within the region. So it kind of brings up
an interesting scenario, I don't think one that's been
thought of before, or at least hasn't been addressed as
part of the SANDAG forecast process we're currently
working on.

And then finally, I would just ask about land
use compatibility and TOD development. Are you gonna be
working with the jurisdictions in terms of what land use
assumptions, or are you just going to assume what the
current plans are in place that would be allowed?
Basically, how are you gonna address that in the
environmental document?

For the record, my name is Tait Galloway, and

I'm with the City of San Diego City Planning and Use

Peterson Reporting, Video & Litigation Services
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Department.

MS. WILKINSON: We will address those
questions. I know that for the land use, the way we're
organizing ourselves is we're gonna be meeting with the
different technical working groups. And SANDAG is in
the process of forming the representatives that are
gonna represent the individual jurisdictions for
San Diego County. And so as working with that group,
and it might be yourself or others from the City
planning department, we're gonna be taking that
information and incorporating it into the EIR/EIS.

But it does —— I do believe we are going to be
required to look at existing and approved land uses when
we do our evaluation. So it will depend on the timing
of where you're at on your plan updates.

Any other comments, questions?

DEBBIE KNIGHT: My name is Debbie Knight. I'm
executive director of Friends of Rose Canyon. And I've
been doing this somewhat similar presentation at our
planning group and also the previous scoping meetings in
the past couple of days.

I would just like to mention that it's been
made —- there's been very, very strong support in our
community, certainly, and I think elsewhere, to study

the I-15 to Qualcomm Row, which was in the program EIR.
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It was —— had actually many advantages in the program
EIR. It had better ridership. It had less impacts. It
was shorter route. It was a quicker time, and I-15 to
Qualcomm.

There were also options looking at going down
from there to downtown but also ending at Qualcomm. And
I think it's really important. I don't —— I'm not
sure —— we've been assured at other meetings that there
might be a chance to look at that.

The only reason it isn't listed here is because
SANDAG and the City of San Diego had said they didn't
want it considered. But it was certainly a very viable
alternative based on the program EIR. And I would
encourage the agencies here to also request that that be
studied, because I think it's really a mistake to go
forward with an alternative here through
University City, potentially through the canyon, or the
only way to avoid the canyon, massive tunneling, that
you're looking at cost effectiveness and ridership are
things that the agencies should request that the I-15 to
Qualcomm be studied. Thank you.

MS. WILKINSON: Thank you.

TED ANASIS: I'm Ted Anasis with the San Diego
County Regional Airport Authority, and I just have four

comments.
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The first is really related to the purpose and
need in the document, primarily from -- just as a
background, the Airport Authority operates San Diego
International Airport, but it's also the land use
compatibility planning agency or airport land use
commission for San Diego County. And there is an
airport land use compatibility plan that will be
prepared for San Diego International Airport that guides
land uses surrounding the airport, including safety and
requirements.

So related to planning and land use, I would
suggest that there be analysis or compatibility with the
adopted airport master plan, the proposed airport use
compatibility plan for San Diego International Airport
and consistency with the destination Lindbergh
multiagency planning effort, and specifically where the
rail station he would connect to the —- to
Lindbergh Field.

The second comment related to purpose and need
is also just essentially collaboration and
substantiation of the forecast for passenger demand, and
just friendly advice to make sure that there's
coordination amongst the assumptions and the technical
analysis for the passenger demand.

More specifically related to the third comment

Peterson Reporting, Video & Litigation Services
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is related to operations. Around an airport there are
federal aviation requirements and some safety and
security concerns. So those should be thought through
in terms of the proximity of the station to the airport.

And then finally, circulation, traffic and
parking, there are local road and intersection
challenges around an airport station or connection, the
rail crossings, and then cooperation amongst parking
facilities.

MS. WILKINSON: Thanks, Ted.

ANDY HAMILTON: I'm Andy Hamilton with the
Air Pollution Control District for San Diego. And my
comments are basically that the air quality analysis,
I'm wondering how deep the analysis is gonna go.

There's the immediate impacts, and then there
are the induced impacts, you know, within a couple of
years. But then there's impacts within 10, 15, 20
years. And probably most of those will be positive, but
not all of them. And I'm just —-— my comment is, you
know, of course at some point you have to cut off how
much you're gonna study. But I'd be interested to see
how that decision will be made.

There will be induced —-- this facility is not
like anything else we've cited. 1It's like an airport,

but it's also like a train station for a conventional
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train. And so I think we need to think of it very
differently.

In my mind, this —- it provides an opportunity
for the state to demonstrate best practices not only in
terms of a, you know, a High-Speed Rail system but also
in terms of the local streets and roads around and the
urban design. And it would be good if, in addition to
building this facility, there be some money provided to
the local governments to do traffic calming, pedestrian
and bicycle and transit access designing within, you
know, a certain vicinity of the station so that they
demonstrate best practice in those areas.

Because a lot of local governments would
probably do those things but don't feel that like they
can afford them. Or, you know, some of them don't
really understand what best practice is, frankly. So it
would be good to demonstrate some of those. So there
will be safety issues with traffic, not just in the
vicinity of the station but some ways away from them.

Traffic diversion from airports, and of course
you're gonna be looking at the net air quality benefits
from that. And from development, that will happen near
the stations as opposed to, you know, 20 miles out in
the back country. So there will be some relieving of

development pressure by development in this area and,
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you know, it would be good to know what those net
impacts are.

The parking alternatives also presented a lot
of interesting conundrums, because it's gonna take a lot
of land or building upwards to provide the parking
facilities to deal with these. And, you know, how far
away can you build those and still have them serve the
station in a way that's attractive for passengers for
downtown San Diego. I don't think you have a lot of
option, so it will be a huge coordination effort there.
I'm not telling you anything you don't really know, I'm
sure.

But I would be interested in the EIR looking at
parking alternatives, not just with where and how
they're provided but how they're managed. So what is
the pricing on parking?

And in that way, you think of it like you'd
think of an airport, whereas, you know, in other train
station areas there's free parking. So I don't think
free parking is a good idea for this facility. And how
to manage that parking in a way that's used most
effectively would be good.

And then there will be new transit services
that are induced as a result. If you're looking at the

net air quality benefits or net air quality impacts, I
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think that should include what new transit services
would be created to serve this station area, or will
they be routes that are diverted from existing routes.

And then I applaud the idea that you're gonna
provide urban design guidelines for the stations.
That's terrific. And I hope there will be an
opportunity to comment on those guidelines. And that's
pretty much my comments.

MS. WILKINSON: Thank you. Veronica.

VERONICA CHAN: Veronica Chan with the
Army Corps of Engineers. I just want to say that in
addition to the 404 Clean Water Act requirements that
you're considering, there's Section 408 for impacts to
levies and flood control channels. And that's not with
the regulatory division. That would be with our civil
works and asset management division.

And they would need to go through and -- for
impacts to federal property or land or, I guess, with
federal interests involved, we need to go through our
own process. So it would be good to involve, I guess,
the entire Corps, I guess, regulatory and those other
divisions as we go through the process so that we can
eventually maybe adopt the document, if that's —- if we
agree, if that's acceptable.

MS. WILKINSON: Any more comments? One more.

Peterson Reporting, Video & Litigation Services
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TAIT GALLOWAY: Andy brought up a good point.

I just want to reiterate is that when we look at parking
at the station, that is gonna be a huge issue for the
City of San Diego, both in the University City area and
downtown. And I would encourage the High-Speed Rail
Authority to look at alternate transportation means
using transit and other type measures to help reduce
that parking demand and a number of trips to these
facilities.

MS. WILKINSON: Okay. With that I think we're
done with our presentation and formal comment. We are
going to come back to you again. I will be the point of
contact for setting up those future agency coordination
meetings. So without any questions or you need to leave
me your contact information, come see me.

And then we have some information that we're
gonna distribute on disk to you, and I did hear a
request for some information that's not on the disk,
like the urban guidelines for the station. So we can
either forward you the address on a website where they
might have that, or we can try to get that to you on a
separate disk.

MS. AVELLANO: Just for your reference, the
website address is on this handout on the bottom, and

there's actually a lot of information of the technical
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document there from past work and the various guidelines
that the Authority has prepared over time, tech memos.
So I highly recommend you visiting that and poking
around the different references. There's a lot of
information there.

MALE SPEAKER: Is the presentation on the
website?

MS. AVELLANO: The presentation as well is on
the website, yes. Actually, or soon will be there. The
PDF file was just done, and as we speak it may be
posted.

MS. WILKINSON: Just a reminder, on this disk
we do have purpose and need. We have a copy of the maps
that we've got up here and the methodologies on the
disk. Thank you.

(Whereupon the meeting was adjourned at

11:01 a.m.)

Peterson Reporting, Video & Litigation Services
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I, Anne M. Zarkos, a Certified Shorthand
Reporter of the State of California, do hereby certify:

That the foregoing proceedings were taken
before me at the time and place herein set forth; that
any witnesses in the foregoing proceedings, prior to
testifying, were duly sworn; that a record of the
proceedings was made by me using machine shorthand which
was thereafter transcribed under my direction; that the
foregoing transcript is a true record of the testimony
given.

Further, that if the foregoing pertains to the
original transcript of a deposition in a Federal case,
before completion of the proceedings, review of the
transcript [ ] was [ ] was not requested.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, I have this date

subscribed my name.

Dated this day of , 2009,

at San Diego, California.

Anne M. Zarkos, RPR, CRR

CSR No. 13095
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November 19, 2009

File Number 3101200

Mr. Dan Leavitt, Deputy Director
California High-Speed Rail Authority
925 L Street, Suite 1425
Sacramento, CA 95814

Dear Mr. Leavitt:

SUBJECT:

SANDAG Comments on the Notice of Preparation (NOP) for
the Los Angeles to San Diego via Inland Empire Section Project
EIR/EIS

Thank you for the opportunity to provide comments on the Authority’s NOP
for the Project Environmental Impact Report/Environmental Impact Statement
(EIR/EIS) for our high-speed train (HST) corridor. Our agencies have worked
together for several years to advance San Diego’s connection to the state’s
proposed HST system, and we look forward to taking this big step towards
implementation.

At its November 13, 2009, meeting, our Executive Committee emphasized two
key comments:

Q

A station alternative at the proposed Lindbergh Intermodal Transportation
Center (ITC) must be included in the process and high-speed trains need to
directly serve this downtown San Diego area. SANDAG and the San Diego
County Regional Airport Authority are underway with advanced planning
for this center, with the first phase of improvements scheduled for 2015;
and

In the interest of designing a high-speed train system, we recommend that
fewer stops be included for the section of high-speed rail between
Los Angeles and San Diego with no more than four stops during express
service. Specifically, we recommend elimination of a University City station
from further study and inclusion of the station locations in Escondido and
at the Lindbergh ITC.

Our additional comments are:

SANDAG continues to support the state’'s efforts to plan, design, and
construct HST service along this corridor.

SANDAG will work cooperatively with partner transportation agencies
along the Los Angeles to San Diego Corridor to facilitate the advancement
of the project level EIR/EIS and implementation of the corridor.



o The Escondido Transit Center (ETC) continues to be SANDAG's preferred Escondido station
location. Since 2008, the SPRINTER light rail service has terminated at the transit center, and
SANDAG, NCTD, and MTS are planning to open the Interstate 15 (I-15) Bus Rapid Transit (BRT)
service in 2012, which also will terminate at the ETC.

o The City of Escondido is currently underway with an update to its general plan, and should
continue to be involved in the corridor process and specifically future land use and smart
growth opportunities with a potential station.

o Furthermore, all station locations that are evaluated should provide regional multimodal
connections and be located at or near existing or planned smart growth areas.

o The process should consider the SANDAG Mid-Coast Corridor and work closely to ensure that
both services can share the same general corridor between the Old Town Transit Center and
University City, including potential tunnel options in the University City area.

o The process also should consider ongoing and future planning and project development work
for improvements along the Los Angeles-San Diego-San Luis Obispo (LOSSAN) corridor for
conventional commuter and intercity rail services.

o SANDAG recognizes that the proposed extension to the International Border is not part of the
project-level analysis; we want to continue to work with the CHSRA to pursue this as a possible
future extension.

o SANDAG also requests that our agencies continue to work cooperatively on the feasibility to
operate a high-speed local overlay service along the HST alignment that would serve other
markets such as the commuter market along the I-15 corridor.

Thank you for your continued leadership on this issue. We look forward to continuing to work
together.
Sincerely,

W

LORI HOLT PFEILE
Chair, SANDAG Board of Directors

LCU:sgr



Kris Livingston

From: Ed Batchelder [EBatchelder@ci.chula-vista.ca.us]

Sent: Thursday, November 05, 2008 10:10 AM

To: jmartinez@cordobacorp.com; HSR Commenis

Cec: Dave Kaplan; Gary Halbert; Scott Tulloch; Jim Sandoval
Subject: LA-SD HST Project- Chuia Vista as Participating Agency

Dear Mr. Martinez-

in response to the September 30, 2009, Participating Agency Invitation Letter from Mr. Dan Leavitt to
our City Manager Jim Sandoval, please let this email correspondence serve as the City of Chula
Vista's affirmative response for inclusion as a Participating Agency in the continuing process for
consideration of the Los Angeles to San Diego Section of the California High Speed Train (HST)

System project.
Our primary City staff contact will be:

Mr. Dave Kaplan

Transportation Engineer

City of Chula Vista

Development Services Department
276 Fourth Ave, Bidg. 200

Chula Vista, CA 91910

(619) 691-5025
dkaplan@eci.chula-vista.ca.us

Please let me know if you need anything else from the City at this point. We look forward to working
with you on the project.

Ed Batchelder

Advance Planning Manager

City of Chula Vista

Development Services Department
276 Fourth Ave.

Chula Vista, CA. 91910

{(ph) 619-6891-5006

(fax) £19-409-5859



Thank you for attending today’s meeting. The scoping process is designed to provide the public and
governmental agencies the opportunity to help identify the scope of issues to be studied in depth during
the preparation of the Environmental Impact Report/Environmental Impact Statement. Scoping allows the
public to become involved at the beginning of the EIR/EIS process. Please take a few minutes to provide
your comments. Please return comments to the California High-Speed Rail Authority by November 20,
2009 (return address is on the reverse side of this form).

Today’s Meeting Date/Location:

{1 October 13 — La Jolla 1 October 14 — San Diege E\ October 15 — Escondido
Mame pesernty  JAY TeTRSk City:  Eacondd,  Stater (A Zipt 91075

- . . 4 ,
Organization/Business cypy Praniming Divis)dsd E-rnail: ‘Q\pm{ﬁ'@ eg_’wﬂg\&,“oﬁs

Address: 1% M. BROADWAY EscoNdne. ¢ D2ezS

m\‘{es, ! would like to be added to your mailing list to recefve newsletters, information mailings and meeting notices.

Comment (please write clearly}:

Thank you for your participation in this important process. You may drop off your completed comment sheetin a
comment box or with any High-Speed Train team member, mait, or send via e-mail with subject tine “LA-5D HST
Section via the Inland Empire™ to comments@hsr.ca.goy. in addition, comments may also be submitted verbally to
the court reporter today. All comments must he submitted no later than November 20, 2009.

Fold and Tape Completely Before iatling



Kris Livingston

From:
Sent:
To:
Cc:

Subject:
Attachments:

Galloway, Tait {TGalloway@sandiego.govi
Thursday, November 19, 2009 2:58 PM

HSR Comments
Anderson, William; Nelson, Job; Rath, Phil; Wright, Mary; Gallardo, Cecilia; Blake, Martha;

Boekamp, Patti; Van Wanseele, Deborah; Marabian, Linda; Hajjiri, Samir; Gardiner, Maureen
LA-SD HST Section via the Inland Empire NOP Comment Letter
City of San Diego Comment Letter HST NOP EIR-EIS 11-19-09.pdf

Mr. Pan Leavitt, Deputy Director
ATTN: LA-8D HST Project EIR/ELS
California High-Speed Rail Authority

The attached PDF contains the City of San Diego’s comment letter dated [1-19-09 in response the Notice of Preparation of a Project
Environmental Impact Report/Environmental Impact Statement (EIR/EIS} for the California High-Speed Train Project from Los
Angeles to San Diego via the Inland Empire being prepared by the California High-Speed Rail Authority.

If you have any problems opening or reading the PDF piease contact the following staff person:

Tait Galloway, Senior Planner

City of San Diego, City Planning & Community Investment Dept.
202 C St., San Diego, CA 92101
{619} 533-4550 Fax (619) 533-595]



CavEESITY

TheE City oF SAN EHEGO

MAYOR JERRY SANDERS

November 19, 2009

Mr, Dan Leavitt, Deputy Director
ATTN: LA-SD HST Project EIR/EIS
California High-Speed Rail Authority
925 L Street, Suite 1425

Sacramento, CA 95814

Dear Mr. Leavitt:

SUBJECT: City of San Diego Comments on the Notice of Preparation (NOP) for the Los
Angeles to San Diego via Inland Empire Section Project EIR/EIS

Thank you for the opportunity to provide comments on the California High-Speed Rail
Authority’s NOP for the Project Environmental Impact Report/Environmental Impact Statement
(EIR/EIS) for the San Diego section of the high-speed train (HST) corridor. The City has been
working with the San Diego Association of Governments (SANDAGY) and California High-
Speed Rail Authority (CHSRA) for several years to advance San Diego’s connection to the
state’s proposed HST system and we look forward towards working with SANDAG and CHSRA
on its implementation within the City.

For your consideration, the City is providing the following comments:

e The City continues to support the state’s efforts to plan, design, and construct HST
service along this important corridor.

e The City will work cooperatively with SANDAG and the CHSRA to facilitate the
advancement of the project level EIR/EIS and implementation of the corridor within the
City.

e A station alternative at the proposed Lindbergh Intermodal Transportation Center (ITC)
should be included in the process. SANDAG, the San Diege County Regional Airport
Authority, and the City are underway with advanced planning for this center, with the
first phase of improvements scheduled for 2015.

City Plonning and Community Investment
207 C Street, MS 4 = Son Diego, CA 92301-3844

Tel (619) 2355200 Fox {639) 533595 &
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s  All station locations that are evaluated should provide regional multimodal connections
and consider vehicle parking demands, traffic impacts, and land use impacts. When
evaluating impacts to land use within the City, the EIR/EIS should use the City’s adopted
General Plan land uses and community plan land uses.

e The process should consider the existing and planned light rail transit along SANDAG’s
Mid-Coast Corridor and work closely to ensure that both services can share the same
general corridor between the Old Town Transit Center and University City. This should
also include evaluating City right-of-ways and public and privately own property.

¢ The process should consider potential tunnel alignment options in University City area
and/or the use of the I-5 right-of-way rather than Rose Canyon between 1-805 and [-5.

e [f the process considers a potential station at University City, it should be located at or in
proximity to the planned multimodal transit station which will be served by the Mid-
Coast light rail transit extension and regional and local transit service.

e The process should consider potential impacts to view corridors indentified in the City’s
adopted community plans and local coastal program associated with use of aerial
structures.

o The process should consider different grade alternatives along the Downtown to Old
Town Transit Center corridor and potential impacts to City right-of-ways and public and
private property.

e The process should consider potential impacts to underground and above ground utilities.

e The process should consider that portions of the Downtown to Old Town Transit Center
corridor and the Mid-Coast Corridor are within the North Bay Redevelopment Project
Area administered by the Redevelopment Agency of the City of San Diego.

e The process should consider ongoing and future planning and project development work
for improvements along the Los Angeles-San Diego-San Luis Obispo (ILOSSAN)
corridor for conventional commuter and intercity rail services.

o The process should utilize the City’s published CEQA significant thresholds and
applicable technical evaluation guidelines including, but not limited to biological, traffic,
and historical resources when evaluating potential impacts within the City.
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o The City recognizes that the proposed extension to the International Border is not part of
the project-level analysis; we want to continue to work with SANDAG and the CHSRA
to pursue this as a possible future extension.

o The City also supports SANDAG’s effort to work cooperatively with the CHSRA on the
feasibility to operate a high-speed local overlay service along the HST alignment that
would serve other markets such as the commuter market along the 1-15 corridor.

Thank you for considering our comments. We look forward to continuing to work together with
SANDAG and the CHSRA. If you have any questions concerning the City’s comments, please
contact Tail Galloway, Senior Planner at (619) 533-4550 or tgalloway@sandiego.gov.

Sincerely,

A S

William Anderson, FAICP
City Planning & Community Investment Director

WA/TSG
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From: Mays, Jesse [JMays@sandiego.gov]

Sent: Friday, November 20, 2009 3:58 PM

To: HSR Comments

Ce: Gregory Parks

Subject: LA-SD HST Section via the Inland Empire
Attachments: 09-11-20 Lightner Frye LA-SD HST Comment Letter.pdf

Please see letter from Councilmember Sherri Lightner and Councilmember Donna Frye, City of San Diego, attached as
PDF. (This letter is also being sent by US Mail.)

Please confirm receipt. Thank you.
Best,

Jesse Mays

Jesse Mays

Council Representative

Office of Councilmember Sherri S. Lightner
First District, City of San Diego

202 C Street, MS 10A

San Diego, CA 92101
imays@sandiego.gov

P: (619) 236-7294

F: (619) 236-6999

www.sandiego.gov/cd i

Disclosure: This email is public information. Correspondence to and from this email address is recorded and may be viewed by third
parties and the public upon request.



THE CITY OF SAN DIEGC

SHERRI S. LIGHTNER
CITY COUNCILMEMBER - DISTRICT 1

DONNA FRYE
CITY COUNCILMEMBER - DISTRICT 6

November 20, 2009

California High-Speed Rail Authority
Mr. Dan Leavitt, Deputy Director
Attn: LA - SD HST Project EIR/EIS
925 L Street, Suite 1425

Sacramento, CA 95814

Dear Mr. Leavitt:

Subject: Comments on the Notice of Preparation for the Los Angeles to San Diego via Inland Empire
Section Project EIR/EIS

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the path of a high-speed train (HST) corridor through our
region. We support bringing HST to San Diego. HST will benefit our region in many ways, including
adding 45,250 more jobs by 2030, stimulating the economy, decreasing the demand for auto travel, and
reducing our overall carbon emissions. We may submit additional comments and respectfully request that
they be included in the LA-SD HST Project Level EIR/EIS that you will be preparing.

We respectfully request that the process include the following:

° An alignment alternative along 1-15 to a station alternative at Qualcomm Stadium should be
studied in depth in any EIR/EIS.

Data from the Final Program Environmental Impact Repori/Environmental Impact Statement (EIR/ELS)
Jor the proposed California High-Speed Train System prepared by the California High-Speed Rail
Authority and the Federal Railroad Administration in 2005 demonstrates that this alignment is cheaper to
build, faster to the region, and will attract 350,000 more intercity passengers by 2020 than the two
proposed alignments along the I-15 to J-5 corridor (Table 6.5.3). This alignment will have lower potential
impacts to aesthetic, visual, archaeological, and cultural resources. Moreover, a stop at Qualcomm is
more centrally located in the San Diego region and provides opportunities for Smart Growth and
redevelopment. This route does not preclude a final stop at Lindbergh Field or downtown San Diego.
The corridar could also be continued to the international border.

202 C STREET - SAN DIEGO, CALIFORNIA 92101
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The 2005 EIR/EIS found that the I-15/Qualcomm route would be superior in the following ways:

e Cheaper to build — The 2005 EIR/EIS evaluated the costs of the alternatives and found that the I-
15/Qualcomm route would be at least $75 million cheaper to build than the I-15/1-5 routes—and that
did not take into accouit the cost of tunnels and an underground station in University City, which
have since been proposed as part of the I-15/1-5 routes. Other route options in San Diego have been
rejected as too costly because tunneling was necessary (pp 2-80).

o Easier to build - The 2005 EIR/EIS found that the LOSSAN route from Oceanside to San Diego
would be constrained with the addition of HST (pp 2-87 to 2-88). It is not clear whether the 2005
EIR/EIS evaluated the constraining effect of HST on the existing Amtrak and freight routes, and
proposed light rail route (the Mid-Coast Corridor project) along the 1-15/1-5 routes from University
City to Lindbergh Field,

¢ Faster to the region — The 2005 EIR/EIS found that high-speed trains along the 1-15/Qualcomm
route would travel at greater average speeds and have shorter travel times than high-speed trains
along the I-15/1-5 routes. High-speed trains along the I-15/Qualcomm route were predicted to travel
at average speeds of 153 mph, compared to 91 mph or 93 mph for the two I-15/I-5 routes (pp 2-80).
The transit time for the I-15/Qualcomm route would be 4.2 minutes from Mira Mesa, compared to
transit times of 14 minutes for the two 1-15/1-5 routes (pp 2-80 and Table 6.5.3). (Please note the
discrepancies between the speeds and travel times listed on pp 2-80 and in Table 6.5.3.)

o Fewer aesthetic/visual impacts — The 2005 EIR/EIS found that the 1-15/1-5 routes would have
significant visual and aesthetic impacts while the 1-15/Qualcomm route would not: “In the Mira Mesa
to San Diego segment, the two alignment options that would join the coast and serve downtown San
Diego would have more potential high visual impacts that the alignment option that would serve the
Qualcomm Stadium station” (pp 3.9-17).

¢ Fewer archaeological/historical impacts — The 2005 EIR/EIS found that the two 1-15/1-5 routes
impact 47 and 49 recorded archasological sites, which is nearly an order of magnitude greater than
the 5 sites impacted by the I-15/Qualcomm route (pp 3.12-25). Similarly, the potential for impacts on
historic resources is higher for the I-15 to I-5 routes than it is for the I-15/Qualcomm route: “For Mira
Mesa to San Diego, the two alignments each average about 21% of the study area built during the
historic period. None of the spur from I-15 to Qualcomm Stadium developed during the historic
period. Over 95% of the area around the San Diego Station at the Santa Fe Depot was developed
during the historic period, and the station structure is listed in the NRHP” (pp 3.12-26).

Given its better ranking on these and other issues, the Qualcomm route should not have been eliminated
from consideration

o An HST corridor to the border should be studied in depth in any EIR/EIS.

We believe that a continuation of the I-15 corridor route to the border should be included in the
evaluation, HST presents a remarkable opportunity to partner binationally to bring progress to our entire
region. Building HST to the border will provide redevelopment opportunities and economic growth in
Otay Mesa, San Ysidro, and the South Bay area. An HST station at Rodriguez International Airport
could be a part of a larger plan for a binational regional airport.
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° Facilitate meaningful public participation as promised in the 2005 EIR/EIS (“Provide
opportunities for community involvement early in project level studies” (pp 3.7-26).

Our constituents have shown great interest in participating in this project, as demonstrated by the numbers
from the public scoping meetings held in October, 2009. 178 individuals attended the scoping meeting
held in the University City neighborhood of San Diego—more than the other two meetings in the region
combined, and many more than the 34 who attended the April 24, 2004 meeting at the San Diego
Association of Governments (SANDAG). CHSRA officials said that major themes of public comments
they have received so far are to consider the I-15 corridor to Qualcomm, and concerns regarding Rose
Canyon, property impacts, earthquake safety, and financing.

Members of the public sent over 150 emails to the members of the SANDAG Executive Commitiee
before their November 13, 2009 meeting, asking them to request that the I-15/Qualcomm route and an
extension to the border be studied. We also made this request in a letter to the SANDAG Executive
Committee dated November 12, 2009 (Attachment 1). We urge the public’s main concerns and
suggestions to be taken seriously.

The public involvement seen to date is mainly a result of grassroots citizen action, and not as a result of
any initiative by the CHSRA. We have been disappointed by the minimal to non-existent efforts by
SANDAG and the CHSRA to involve the public in the process so far, and we hope you find ways to
improve those efforts in the future. Suggestions are to engage a broader spectrum of the public by using
appealing vernacular in advertisements for scoping meetings, instead of legalese that many are unable to
understand; engage the public and elected officials earlier in the process rather than working for years on
a project behind closed doors; open meetings of technical working groups to the public or publishing their
findings on the internet; place important documents in libraries of neighborhoods potentially impacted by
the project, not just a token copy at the central library; advertise scoping meetings prominently throughout
the community; and hold scoping meetings at a variety of times when the most people are able to attend,
including weekends and evenings. In addition, facilitate public participation by organizing documents
along regional lines. In particular, rather than presenting the information for each parameter and all
regions, present an evaluation of all parameters for each given region.

Thank you for your consideration, and we look forward to working with you to bring HST to our region.

Sincerely,

Sherri S. Lightner ~ Donna Frye
Councilmember, First Distrit Councilmember, Sixth District

The City of San Diego The City of San Diego
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THE CITY OF SAN DIEGC

SHERRI §. LIGHTNER
CITY COUNCILMEMBER - DISTRICT 1

DONNA FRYE
CITY COUNCILMEMBER - DISTRICT 6

November 12, 2009

SANDAG Executive Comumitiee
401 B Street, Suite 800
San Diego, CA 92101-4231

Dear Chair Pfeiler & Honorable Committee Members:

Subject: SANDAG Comments to the California High-Speed Rail Authority on the Notice of
Preparation for the Los Angeles to San Diego via Inland Empire Section Project EIR/EIS

At your meeling tomorrow, you will consider comments from SANDAG to the California High-
Speed Rail Authority (CHSRA) on a high-speed train (HST) corridor through our region (ltem
4).

We appreciate that your draft comments include a pledge from SANDAG to continue to support
the state’s efforts to plan, design, and construct an HST corridor through our region, and to work
cooperatively to move forward with a project level EIR/EIS and implementation of the corridor.
HST will bring many benefits to our region, including 45,250 more jobs by 2030, economic
stimulus, decreased demand for auto travel, and an overall reduction in carbon emissions.

We respectfully request that the following comments also be included in your letter:

@ An alignment alternative along I-15 to a station alternative at Qualcomm Stadium
should be included in the process.

The CHSRA's own 2005 program EIR/EIS demonstrated that this alignment is cheaper to build,
faster to the region, and will attract more intercity passengers than the Carroll Canyon or
Miramar Road alignments. This alignment was also shown to have lower potential impacts to
aesthetic, visual, cultural, and paleontological resources. Moreover, a stop at Qualcomm is more

202 C STREET + SAN DIEGO, CALIFORNIA 92101
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centrally located in the San Diego region and provides opportunities for Smart Growth and
redevelopment. This route does not preclude a final stop at Lindbergh Field or downtown San
Diego. The corridor could also be continued to the international border,

@ Summary of comments received at local public scoping meetings, including thoese
which the CHSRA has acknowledged receiving.

While these comments were also collected by the CHSRA, SANDAG represents the citizens of
our region and its comments ought to reinforce and reflect their views. According to your
backup material for Item 4, public comments at local scoping meetings “focused on concern for
the proposed alignment through Rose Canyon in University City, potential traffic impacts near
stations, and the need for additional construction along the Interstate 15 corridor.” At the
November 10" University Community Planning Group meeting, CHSRA officials said that
major themes of public comments they have received so far are to consider the 1-15 corridor to
Qualcomm, and concerns regarding Rose Canyon, property impacts, earthquake safety, and
financing. Most of these commenis are nol currently reflected in your letter, and we believe they

should be included.
o A corridor to the border should be studied as a part of the project level EIR/EIS.

Al this stage in the environmental process, we believe that a continuation of the I-13 corridor
route to the border should be included in the evaluation. HST presents a remarkable opportunity
to partner binationally to bring progress to our entire region. Building HST to the border will
provide redevelopment opportunities and economic growth in Otay Mesa, San Ysidro, and the
South Bay area. An HST station at Rodriguez International Airport could be a part of a larger
plan for a binational regional airport.

Thank you for your consideration, and we look forward 1o working with you to bring HST to our
region,

Sincerely,
@ <y ()
,7’% T I C £ @,»9
A i / Ct et
~ 3 l%@ f— AT
/\\. u; )/
Sherri S. Lightner A’ Donna Frye
Councilmember, First District Councilmember, Sixth District

The City of San Diego The City of San Diego
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From: Carmichael, Leann [Leann.Carmichael@sdcounty.ca.gov]

Sent: Friday, November 20, 2009 2:12 PM

To: jmartinez@cordobacorp.com; HSR Comments

Subject: LA-SD HST Section via the Inland Empire

Attachments: NOP comment letter 11-09.pdf; Participating Agency acceptance Itr 11-09.pdf

Attached are the County of San Diego’s comments on the Notice of Frcpar'ation and our Faﬁicipating

Agcncg acccptancc letter. Ficase add me to your list for notices and information. Tl}-lanic 3oui

| eAnn Carmichael, ieeo s

Department of Planning and Land Use
5201 Ruffin Road, Suite B

San Diego, California 92123

birect (858) 694-3738

Fax: (858)694-2555
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County of San Piego

ERIC GIBSON

DIRECTOR

DEPARTMENT OF PLANNING AND LAND USE

5201 RUFFIN ROAD, SUITE B, SAN DIEGC, CALIFORNIA 92123-1666
INFORMATION (858) 694-2960
TOLL FREE (800) 411-0017
www.sdcounty.ca.govidplu

November 20, 2009

Dan Leavitt, Deputy Director
California High Speed Rail Project
925 L Street, Suite 1425
Sacramento, California 95814

COMMENTS ON THE NOTICE OF PREPARATION FOR THE LOS ANGELES TO
SAN DIEGO SECTION OF THE INLAND EMPIRE HIGH SPEED TRAIN

The County of San Diego has received and reviewed the Notice of Preparation for the
Los Angeles to San Diego section of the Inland Empire High Speed Train
Environmental Impact Report/Environmental Impact Statement (EIR/EIS) dated
September 30, 2009 and appreciates this opportunity to comment. In response to the
document the County, as a potential responsible agency under CEQA Section 15381,
has comments that identify potentially significant environmental issues that may have
an affect on the unincorporated lands of San Diego County that the County will need to
have explored in the environmental document.

County Department of Planning and Land Use (DPLU), Department of Parks and
Recreation (DPR), and Department of Public Works (DPW) staff has completed its
review and has the following comments regarding the content of the above documents:

GENERAL COMMENTS

1. The County of San Diego, Land Use and Environment Group has developed
Guidelines for Determining Significance that are used as guidance for
determining the significance of environmental impacts in the unincorporated
portions of the County of San Diego. The Guidelines also provide mitigation
options for addressing potentially significant impacts. Project impacts that could
have potentially significant adverse effects to the unincorporated County or
County facilities should evaluate and mitigate environmental impacts using the
guidance described in the County of San Diego Guidelines for Determining
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Significance, available online at:
http://www.sdcounty.ca.gov/dplu/procquid. htmi#guide.

San Diego County is in the process of completing a North County Multiple

Species Conservation Plan (MSCP) under the Natural Communities
Conservation Program (NCCP). The draft North County MSCP map and plan
information is available at: http://www.sdcounty.ca.govidplu/mscp/nc.html. The
North County MSCP plan will cover the area from the San Diego County line
south to Escondido. The area south of Escondido that remains in
unincorporated jurisdiction is covered by the existing South County MSCP plan.

Overall, the County of San Diego is very interested in the final alignment chosen
in northern San Diego County. Routes that favor the interstate corridors would
produce the least impact to communities, property owners, natural habitats and
corridors. Considering the topographic constraints in the area, it is
understandable that some tunneling wouid be needed. However, we would
encourage exploration of alternatives in the EIR/EIS that reduce the impacts to
the area and remain economically feasible. :

Extensive tunneling will require thorough geotechnical analysis. Issues such as
faulting, vibration, groundwater, and disposal of mined material would need to be
included in the EIR/EIS. The rock formations in the tunnel area may produce
high quality aggregate materials that can be utilized in the construction of the
railway if timed accordingly. This may help defray the high cost of tunnel
construction.

TRANSPORTATION

5.

Figure A (Los Angeles to San Diego Section via the Inland Empire) of the NOP
depicts a proposed HST rail alignment that does not completely align with the
existing state highway facility of I-15 and would likely traverse transportation
infrastructure and roadway facilities in the unincorporated areas of northern San
Diego County. The Project EIR/EIS should identify any County roads that will be
closed, realigned, or impacted by the proposed route. The Project EIR/EIS
should assess alternative alignments to reduce or avoid any impacts.

The Project EIR/EIS should clearly identify components of the HST Project that
may impact County roadway facilities. The HST alignment, tracks, right-of-way,
stations, and any ancillary facilities should be detailed in the Project EIR/EIS.

The Project EIR/EIS should note that the proposed HST Project will not preciude
the construction of any planned County Circulation (Mobility) Element roads. The

HST Project should accommeodate all planned County Circulation Element roads.

The Project EIR/EIS should propose appropriately scaled mitigation for any
direct impacts to County roadway segments and/or intersections.
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9. The Project EIR/EIS/Traffic analysis should include identification and
assessment of the potential traffic impacts associated with construction traffic
generated by the proposed HST project.

10.  The Project EIR/EIS should note that construction permits from the County will
be required for any work that is done within the County ROW.

11.  The Project EIR/EIS should consider payment ﬁ) the County's Transportation
Impact Fee (TIF) program as mitigation for any cumulative impacts to County
facilities

if you have any questions on the above comments from DPW Traffic/Transportation
Planning, please contact Bob Goralka at (858) 874-4202.

The County of San Diego appreciates the opportunity to continue to participate in the
environmental review process for this project. We look forward to receiving and future
environmental documents related to this project, the DEIR/EIS for review, or providing
additional assistance at your request. If you have any questions regarding these
comments, please contact LeAnn Carmichael at (858)694-3739 or via email at
leann.carmichael@sdcounty.ca.gov.

Sincerely,

Y e am

for
ERIC GIBSON, Director
Department of Planning and Land Use

cc:  Vince Nicoletti, Group Program Manager, DPLU (via email)
Nael Areigat, Project Manager, Department of Public Works, (via email)
Bob Goralka, Department of Public Works, Transportation Division, (via email)
Rainbow Community Planning Group
Fallbrook Community Planning Group
Valley Center Community Planning Group
Twin Oaks Valley Community Sponsor Group
Bonsall Community Sponsor Group
LeAnn Carmichael, Land Use/Environmental Planning Manager, DPLU (via
email)
Priscilla Jaszkowiak, Administrative Secretary, Department of Planning and
Land Use, (via email)




ERIC GIBSON County of San Biegs

DIRECTOR

DEPARTMENT OF PLANNING AND LAND USE

5201 RUFFIN ROAD, SUITE B, SAN DIEGQ, CALIFORNIA 92123-1666
INFORMATION {858) 694-2960
TOLL FREE (800) 411-0017
www.sdcounty.ca.gov/dplu

November 18, 2009

Dan Leavitt, Deputy Director
Callifornia High Speed Rail Project
925 L Street, Suite 1425
Sacramento, California 95814

PARTICIPATING AGENCY INVITATION FOR THE CALIFORNIA HIGH SPEED RAIL
PROJECT LOS ANGELES TO SAN DIEGO SECTION

The County of San Diego has received your invitation to become a Participating Agency
for the Los Angeles to San Diego Section of the Inland Empire High Speed Train. The
County of San Diego’'s land use authority relates to the unincorporated lands in
northern San Diego County where the project is proposed to traverse. We appreciate
this opportunity to become a participating agency due to our interest in transportation
projects and the communities and natural habitats that they may influence.

The lead contact for the project will be LeAnn Carmichael, Land Use and Environmental
Planning Manager, with the County Department of Planning and Land Use (DPLU).
She can be reached at (858) 694-3739 or email at leann.carmichael@sdcounty.ca.gov.
Ms. Carmichae! will coordinate with the other interested departments in the county,
such as, the Department of Public Works, Department of Parks and Recreation, and
the Air Pollution Control District.

We look forward to participating and receiving future environmental documents related
to this project or providing additional assistance and input.

RIC GIBSON, Director
Department of Planning and Land Use
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CC:

Jose Martinez, Regional Manager, California High Speed Rail Authority, 925 L
Street, Suite 1425, Sacramento, California 95814

Vince Nicoletti, Group Program Manager, DPLU (via email)

Nael Areigat, Project Manager, Department of Public Works, (via email)

Bob Goralka, Department of Public Works, Transportatlon Division, (via email)

Rainbow Community Planning Group

Fallbrook Community Planning Group

Valley Center Community Planning Group

Twin Oaks Valley Community Sponsor Group

_ Bonsall Community Sponsor Group

LeAnn Carmichael, Land Use/Environmental Planning Manager, DPLU (via
email)

Priscilla Jaszkowiak, Administrative Secretary, Department of Planning and
Land Use, (via email)




Kris Livingston

From: Ellen Willis [ebwetc@gmail.com]

Sent: Friday, November 20, 2009 6:15 AM

To: HSR Comments

Subiject: LA-SD HST Section Via the Inland Empire

Attachments: NOPNOI Comments High Speed Rail2009.pdf; High Speed Rail EIREIS Comments_2004.pdf

please find the comments of the Rancho Bernardo Community Planning Board attached for your
attention................

ellen willis
Chair, RBCPB

Jax/ 11720009



Rancho Bernardo Community Planning Board

www. RBPlanningBoard.com

15721 Bernardo Heights Parkway, Suite B-230
San Diego, CA 92128

November 19, 2009

Mr. Dan Leavitt, Deputy Director
ATTN: LA-SD HST Project EIR/EIS
California High-Speed Rail Authority
925 L Street, Suite 1425

Sacramento, CA 95814

Subject: Comments Regarding the NOP/NOI for the LA-SD HST Section via the
Inland Empire of the California High-Speed Rail

Dear Mr. Leavitt:

The Rancho Bernardo Community Planning Board is an officially recognized community
planning group in the City of San Diego. Our purpose is to advise the San Diego City
Council, Planning Commission, and other decision-makers on development projects,
general or community plan amendments, rezonings, and public facilities. We are
particularly interested in projects that could adversely affect the residents of Rancho
Bemardo.

The proposal to construct, operate, and maintain a high speed rail line through the
Interstate 15 (I-15) corridor within the City of San Diego is of particular interest to the
Planning Board because as currently proposed, the Los Angeles to San Diego segment of
the high speed train will bisect the community of Rancho Bernardo. The proximity of the
proposed alignment to residential development, the potential need to condemn private
properties to accommodate the new line because the existing freeway right-of-way in this
area is extremely limited, the impacts to existing transportation facilities, and the adverse
effects related to noise, visual quality, aesthetics, and community character are all of
concern to the residents of Rancho Bernardo.

On November 3, 2009 the Rancho Bernardo Community Planning Board held a special
meeting to address the concerns identified above. Specifically addressed was the concern
that all these issued were brought to your attention, per our letter of August 30™ 2004,

and none have been either resolved or responded to in the current documents. A copy of
our previous correspondence is attached. The attendance of some of the representatives of
neighboring community planning groups/boards is a clear indication that all of the
communities that border the I-15 corridor, including San Pasqual, Rancho Penasquitos,
Carmel Mountain, Sabre Springs, Mira Mesa, and Scripps Ranch, have similar issues.



In reviewing the Notice of Intent (NOI) that was published in the Federal Register and
the Notice of Preparation (NOP) that was provided on your website, we are unable to find
any details regarding the proposed project that were not already provided as part of the
programmatic Environmental Impact Report (EIR)/Environmental Impact Statement
(EIS) prepared in 2004. The Board previously provided comments about the lack of site
specific information and the need for adequate details to facilitate a comprehensive
analysis of the potential adverse effects of this proposal on the residents of Rancho
Bernardo. We continue to have those same concerns today.

Both the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) and the National Environmental
Policy Act (NEPA) provide guidance on when and how scoping should be conducted
prior to preparing environmental documentation. The CEQA Guidelines state that a
Notice of Preparation should provide sufficient information describing the project and the
potential environmental effects to allow for a meaningful response. At a minimum, the
NOP should provide adequate details about the project to enable the public to understand
how the project could affect the environment. Section 1501.7(a) of the Council on
Environmental Quality Regulations for Implementing NEPA states that as part of the
scoping process “the lead agency shall determine the scope and the significant issues to
be analyzed in depth in the environmental impact statement.” Section 1501.7(b) indicates
that scoping meetings are often appropriate “when the impacts of a particular action are
confined to specific sites;” and Section 1501.7(c) states that “an agency shall revise the
determinations made under paragraphs (a) and (b) if substantial changes are made later in
the proposed action, or if significant new circumstances or information arise which bear
on the proposal or its impacts.”

Until an alignment within the I-15 corridor is proposed and adequate engineering plans
are available to describe how the rail line will be constructed through the Rancho
Bernardo area, it is impossible for the community to identify all of the relevant issues that
could impact the community. Instead, we are forced to provide a laundry list of probable
impacts that may or may not be relevant to the final proposal. We therefore request
that the public be given a formal opportunity to provide additional scoping
comments once the 15 percent engineering drawings are available for review and
comment. In the meantime, the Board is providing a number of general concerns that
will need to be expanded upon when more specific project details are made available for
review. These concerns are outlined below.

Project Alternatives

The Council on Environmental Quality describes the alternatives section as the heart
of the EIS. As such, the alternatives presented in an EIS should be reasonable and
implementable, must be given equal treatment, and must provide clear choices for the
decisionmaker. Similarly, the CEQA Guidelines in Section 15126.6 state that an EIR
shall consider a reasonable range of potentially feasible alternatives that will foster
informed decisionmaking and public participation. Because an EIR must identify
ways to mitigate or avoid the significant effects that a project may have on the
environment (Public Resources Code Section 21002.1), the discussion of alternatives
is required to focus on alternatives to the project design or its location which are




capable of avoiding or substantially lessening any significant effects of the project,
even if these alternatives would impede to some degree the attainment of the project
objectives, or would be more costly.

Alternative Alignment. We believe that the programmatic EIR/EIS did not
provide an adequate evaluation of a coastal route alternative and therefore this
alternative should be considered again in the current draft EIR/EIS. In addition,
even if the coastal route is ultimately identified as an alternative that was
considered but dismissed from further consideration, the draft EIR/EIS should
include a comparison of the environmental and fiscal costs and benefits of a
coastal alignment and an inland alignment that follows the I-15 corridor.

Alternative Designs. The draft EIR/EIS should evaluate a variety of construction
options, including: 1) maximizing the length of rail line that is undergrounded in
areas where a) sensitive noise receptors occur in proximity to the alignment
and/or b) elevated lines would adversely affect the visual character of the
community, such as the area between Lake Hodges and Los Penasquitos Canyon,
2) minimizing the need for condemnation of private lands by incorporating the
alignment into the existing right-of-way; and 3) minimizing the length and height
of elevated sections of the line where significant adverse impacts to visual quality
could result, such as between Green Valley Creek and Bernardo Center Drive.
Additional design options may also be apparent once specific details regarding the
proposed alignment are provided for review.

Project Description

Section 15124 of the CEQA Guidelines requires an EIR to describe a proposed
project in a way that will be meaningful to the public and to the decisionmakers.
Normally, a preliminary engineering design of 30 percent is provided before a draft
EIR is developed to evaluate potential effects. The NOP/NOI indicates that only a 15
percent design level will be provided for this draft EIR/EIS. It is imperative that the
project description provided in the draft EIR/EIS be of sufficient detail to allow the
affected communities and the decisionmakers to grasp the magnitude of the impacts
that could result from the implementation of this project. Additionally, the design
details must be specific enough to ensure the preparation of a meaningful and
effective Mitigation, Monitoring, and Reporting Program, as required by CEQA.

Existing Conditions/Project Setting

The discussion of existing conditions in the programmatic EIR/EIS was far too
generic and did not provide adequate information about the project setting and
existing community character to allow for a comprehensive analysis of environmental
consequences, even at the programmatic level. The proposed project-specific
EIR/EIS will require an extensive review and detailed description of the existing
conditions within the project’s area of potential effect. The affected area will be
different depending upon the topic being addressed. For instance, water quality
impacts must consider the east-west watersheds, such as the San Dieguito River and
Los Penasquitos Canyon watersheds, that the proposed alignment will cross. To




evaluate the impacts of the project on visual quality will require the identification of
specific viewsheds. This is particularly important in Rancho Bernardo, where most of
the residents in the eastern portion of the community have views of the I-15 corridor
and the undeveloped hillside of 4S Ranch to the west, and the residents in the western
portion of the community have views across the freeway of the mountains to the east.
The transportation facilities and general traffic circulation within each community
along the I-15 corridor varies depending upon the size and location of the roads that
feed onto the freeway and the mix of uses within the community. This information
will be important in evaluating impacts to traffic circulation during project
construction, as well as the long term effects of the rail line on existing transportation
features such as carpool lanes, transit stations, and park and ride facilities.

Other important information that must be included in the existing conditions
discussion is the proximity of residential development and public parks to the
proposed rail line, as well as the significant natural open space areas, such as the Lake
Hodges/San Pasqual Valley area, Green Valley Creek, and Los Penasquitos Canyon,
all of which would have to be crossed by the proposed rail line.

Environmental Impact Analysis

Construction Related Impacts. The residents of Rancho Bernardo have endured
years of construction on the I-15 corridor. This ongoing construction affects air
quality; increases noise, particularly at night; causes traffic congestion on the
freeway and surface sireet congestion during freeway closures; and results in the
replacement of green vegetation with concrete. Construction of a new rail line
within the freeway corridor will result in similar impacts, all of which should be
addressed in the draft EIR/EIS. The potential for full freeway closures should be
disclosed, and adequate mitigation measures should be included to reduce air
quality, noise, and traffic congestion impacts to below a level of significance.

Impacts to Existing Transportation Facilities. The portion of the I-15 corridor that
extends from State Route 78 in Escondido to State Route 163 in San Diego is
currently being upgraded to accommodate carpool and high occupancy vehicle
traffic. Special elevated access ramps are being constructed to provide buses with
dedicated access to transit stations; existing bridges are being reconstructed, some
for the second time, to accommodate the expanded carpool lanes, and much of the
existing right-of-way within this portion of the I-15 corridor is now covered in
concrete with little if any room for additional facilities.

The draft EIR/EIS should describe how these new facilities could be impacted by
the rail line and which facilities would have to be removed, relocated, or
retrofitted. According to SANDAG, more than $280 million dollars of the funds
being used to implement the current transportation improvements along the I-15
corridor are Transnet funds, funds that are generated by the residents of San
Diego County through the collection of a one-half cent sales tax. The draft
EIR/EIS should include a detailed evaluation of how the construction and



operation of the proposed rail line could impact the Transnet funded facilities.
Adequate mitigation including reimbursement for any loss of facilities funded
with Transnet dollars should be address in the document.

Impacts to Visual Quality, Aesthetics, and Community Character. Factors such as
the height of proposed structures, design, color, visibility and placement within
the viewshed, and proximity to other structures should all be considered in
evaluating the impacts of the project on visual quality, aesthetics, and community
character. The impacts during construction may be different than those occurring
after project completion. The document should include photo simulations that
illustrate the visibility of the project features from various parts of the community
and depict the effects these facilities could have on existing open space areas such
as Lake Hodges, Battle Mountain, and Los Penasquitos Canyon.

Requirements for night lighting should also be addressed. Rancho Bernardo has
long supported the protection of dark skies to facilitate activities at the Palomar
Observatory. The need for night lighting associated with the proposed rail line
and the potential effects of this lighting on community character should be fully
addressed.

Increases in Ambient Noise Levels. The document must describe the anticipated
noise impacts to sensitive receptors along the proposed alignment, particularly in
areas where the system would be elevated. A comprehensive noise analysis
should be conducted that takes into consideration the existing elevations of
sensitive receptors and the proximity of the line to these receptors, as well as the
existing and future noise levels generated from within the I-15 corridor. Noise
levels at night will have a greater impact on adjacent residents; therefore, noise
impacts that are averaged over a 24 hour period will not provide an adequate
evaluation of potential noise impacts to adjacent residential areas.

The cumulative effect of all the noise generated within the I-15 corridor must be
considered, as should any discernable differences in the type of noise generated
by high speed trains, such as differences in pitch that could impact residents
differently than standard noise generated by tires on the roadway. The draft
EIR/EIS will also have to provide detailed information regarding how noise
impacts would be mitigated, particularly where elevated tracks would be too high
to construct sound walls or other noise reducing structures.

The draft EIR/EIS, as well as the Mitigation, Monitoring, and Reporting Program,
must describe how noise mitigation, including funding and implementation, will
be assured. Sighting an inability to fund needed noise mitigation, as was done by
Caltrans for the I-15 improvements, is not acceptable. Without adequate
assurances, the project’s noise impacts must be identified as significant and
unmitigated.



Vibration
Impacts to adjacent properties related to vibration during construction, as well as
during project operation, should also be addressed.

Air Quality

In addition to standard direct, indirect, and cumulative air quality analysis, the
document should consider the effects that existing wind conditions within the
community will have on the creation and distribution of airborne particulate
matter, including dust. This analysis is particularly important for construction
related activities, although the cumulative effect of dust generation as a result of
project operation along with dust generated from freeway operations must also be
evaluated.

Soil Related Impacts. There are a number of ancient landslides and slide prone
clay formations along the I-15 corridor, particularly at the southern end of Rancho
Bernardo. The draft EIR/EIS should address the potential effects of existing soil
problems on the proposed alignment. An evaluation of the potential effect of
increased vibration in areas with known soil problems should also be included.

Cumulative Effects Analysis. The cumulative effects of this project combined
with past, current, and reasonably foreseeable projects along the I-15 corridor
must also be evaluated for all of the issues outlined above, as well as any other
issues that are identified during this or future scoping processes.

Mitigation Measures

The draft EIR/EIS should include a draft Mitigation, Monitoring, and Reporting
Program that describes the measures that will be incorporated into the project to
reduce impacts to below a level of significance and establishes responsibility for each
measure in order to ensure that all of the proposed mitigation will be implemented.

Provided above is our initial list of potential effects that we believe must be addressed in
the draft EIR/EIS. These comments are based on the limited information available
regarding the ultimate design of the rail line through our community. As stated
previously, we request the opportunity to provide additional comments, prior to the
release of the draft environmental document, when site specific project details are
available for our area. We appreciate this opportunity to provide comments and request
that we be contacted as new information about the project is made available.

Sincerely,

Ellen Willis, Chair
Rancho Bernardo Community Planning Board



cc: Mayor Jerry Sanders, City of San Diego
San Diego City Councilman Carl DeMaio
San Diego County Supervisor Pam Slater-Price
State Assemblyman Nathan Fletcher, 75th District
State Senator Dennis Hollingsworth, 36th District
Congressman Brian Bilbray. 50th District
U.S. Senator Barbara Boxer
U.S. Senator Dianne Feinstein
SANDAG, Regional Transportation Planning
Community Planners Committee (CPC)
San Pasqual/Lake Hodges Planning Group
Rancho Penasquitos Planning Board
Carmel Mountain Ranch Planning Group
Sabre Springs Planning Group
Mira Mesa Planning Group
Scripps Ranch Planning Group

Attachment: Letter Regarding the Previous Programmatic EIR/EIS for the Project from
the Rancho Bernardo Community Planning Board, dated August 30, 2004



Rancho Bernardo Community Planning Board
15721 Bernardo Heights Parkway, Suite B-230
San Diego, CA 92128

August 30, 2004

Attn: California High-Speed Train
Draft Program EIR/EIS Comments
925 L Street, Suite 1425
Sacramento, CA 95814

Subject: Comments Regarding the Adequacy of the draft Program EIR/EIS for the Proposed
California High-Speed Rail System

Dear Mr. Leavitt and Mr. Valenstein:

The Rancho Bernardo Community Planning Board, a City of San Diego recognized community
planning group, has reviewed the Program EIR/EIS for the Proposed California High-Speed Rail
System and finds that the draft, as currently prepared, does not adequately address the environmental
consequences of the proposed project, nor does it address a reasonable range of project alternatives. In
addition, the project description and impact analysis do not provide adequate information to allow the
public or the decisionmakers to fully comprehend the scope of the proposal. We believe that the
document, as currently prepared, is seriously flawed, both in its evaluation of impacts and in its
discussion of feasible mitigation. We therefore request that the document be revised to incorporate an
adequate analysis of the issues presented below.

Alternatives

The Council on Environmental Quality NEPA Regulations describe the alternatives section as the heart
of the EIS. As such, the alternatives presented in an EIS should be reasonable and implementable,
must be given equal treatment, and must provide clear choices for the decisionmaker.

Similarly, the CEQA Guidelines in Section 15126.6 state that an EIR shall consider a reasonable range
of potentially feasible alternatives that will foster informed decisionmaking and public participation.
Because an EIR must identify ways to mitigate or avoid the significant effects that a project may have
on the environment (Public Resources Code Section 21002.1), the discussion of alternatives shall focus
on alternatives to the project or its location which are capable of avoiding or substantially lessening
any significant effects of the project, even if these alternatives would impede to some degree the
attainment of the project objectives, or would be more costly.

This program EIR/EIS fails to consider an adequate range of alternatives. For a project of this
magnitude, there are clearly additional alternatives that must be evaluated, including alternative routes,
alternative technologies, and alternative designs for achieving the purpose and needs of the project.
The Rancho Bernardo Community Planning Board requests that the discussion of alternatives include



Draft Program EIR/EIS Comments
August 30, 2004
Page 2 of 5

an alternative system design in which the high-speed rail system would only be constructed to the
edges of the State’s major metropolitan areas, rather than extending through them. Under this
alternative, passengers could still move quickly from one city to another, but rather than traveling
directly to the center of the city, the trains would stop at an appropriate transit center at the outskirts of
the city, allowing passengers to travel to their final destination via a variety of existing or new, less
costly feeder transit lines, including trolleys, buses, and other existing rail lines, The implementation
of such an alternative would substantially reduce the significant, unmitigated adverse effects of the
proposed project on community character and visual quality and would avoid additional noise,
vibration, and traffic congestion impacts within existing communities.

A specific example of why such an alternative should be considered is that fact that under the current
proposal the high-speed rail line would be constructed all the way into the center of the City of San
Diego. However, the construction of the line from Escondido south into San Diego would simply
replicate SANDAG’s current Transit First plans for mass transit in the I-15 corridor. An alternative
should be developed that would tie the proposed high-speed rail project into existing and planned
transit systems, rather than trying to overlay a redundant service on top of currently planned local
projects. If travelers were to take the high-speed train to the Bay Area, wouldn’t they transfer from the
larger system onto BART when they reached one of the BART transfer stations? Why would this
project need to duplicate existing opportunities on the BART? The same is true for the I-15 corridor
into the City of San Diego. Wouldn’t it be more reasonable, (with less cost and fewer impacts), to take
the high-speed rail system south into the Escondido Transit Center, and at that point transfer onto
SANDAG’s Transit First system, which would provide more convenient access to communities along
1-15 corridor and into the center of the city of San Diego? As stated above, we believe that such an
alternative would not only be more cost effective, but it could achieve the same project objectives with
far fewer significant, adverse impacts to existing communities and the environment.

Project Description

Section 15124 of the CEQA Guidelines requires an EIR to describe a proposed project in a way that
will be meaningful to the public and to the decisionmakers. Unfortunately, this document is so general
that it is not possible for the affected community members or the decisionmakers to grasp the
magnitude of the impacts that could result from the implementation of this project. Although this is a
program EIR/EIS that covers the entire state, significantly more effort should have been made in
describing how the system would be implemented within each community. It is apparent that little
thought was given regarding how this facility would be constructed within various communities. For
instance, within the portion of the I-15 corridor that extends from Lake Hodges to Mira Mesa in San
Diego County, no right-of-way will be available for new facilities once the current freeway
improvements are completed. That will require the development of an elevated rail line through this
entire section of San Diego. Specifics regarding the height and design of the structures, how views
could be altered or blocked, how the required construction would be accommodated within already
overcrowded transportation corridors, and the effects of construction on existing traffic circulation are
not provided at an appropriate level of detail to afford meaningful consideration of environmental
consequences.
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Existing Conditions/Project Setting

The discussion of existing conditions is extremely generic in nature and does not provide adequate
information to allow for a comprehensive analysis of environmental consequences, even at the
programmatic level. This is particularly true with respect to aesthetics and visual resources, noise and
vibration, traffic and circulation, and biological resources. Where descriptions are provided for the
segment between March Air Base and Mira Mesa, they are generally inaccurate. For instance, the
local street system along the 1-15 corridor in northern San Diego is described as being constructed in a
grid pattern. Due to the existing topography in northern San Diego, which consists of a series of
canyons and mesas, no such grid pattern exists. On the contrary, relatively few parallel arterial
roadways exist in this area, making traffic congestion on our local freeways that much more
significant.

The document also fails to describe the proximity of residential development to the existing freeway
corridor, the existing visual amenities within the corridor that could be impacted, and the significant
open space areas, such as the Lake Hodges/San Pasqual Valley area and Los Penasquitos Canyon, that
would have to be crossed by an elevated rail line.

Descriptions of other existing and planned transit projects in the vicinity of the proposed project have
been omitted and an explanation of how the high-speed rail system would interaction with these other

transit programs should be provided.

Environmental Consequences

Once again, the anticipated impacts of the project are generic in nature and do not adequately address
the magnitude of the impacts that could occur along various portions of the alignment. The CEQA
Guidelines state that a program EIR will be most helpful in dealing with subsequent activities if it
deals with the effects of the program as specifically and comprehensively as possible. The content of
this document is neither specific nor comprehensive, and as a result, the document should be revised to
provide a meaningful description of potential project impacts and associated mitigation measures.

Specifically, the discussion of aesthetics and visual resources fails to take into consideration the
surrounding topography when addressing the potential effects of an elevated rail through a community.
Little if any analysis of impacts to existing community character is presented, yet the impacts to a
community such as Rancho Bernardo would be significant due to the high visibility of an elevated rail
line passing through the center of the community. If the rail line were to be elevated between Rancho
Bernardo Road and Bernardo Center Drive, it would be visible from a substantial portion of the
community and the elevation would be so much higher than the surrounding area that it would not be
possible to screen the facility. Because of these conditions, the draft EIR/EIS should have determined
that in this portion of the corridor, impacts related to community character and visual quality would be
significant and unmitigable.
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As currently prepared, the document fails to disclose the anticipated noise impacts to sensitive
receptors along the proposed alignment, particularly in areas where the system would be elevated.

The document should clearly describe the incremental noise impacts generated by 120+ mph trains,
traveling in both directions, at a frequency of every ten minutes in such locations. The current analysis
seems to assume that because noise levels are already high along the I-15 corridor that additional noise
can be generated within the corridor without creating new impacts. This is clearly not the case,
particularly where the line would be elevated.

It is likely that there are numerous locations along the route where elevating the line would actually
place the trains closer to sensitive receptors than they would be if they were constructed at grade. This
is clearly the case along the I-15 corridor between Lake Hodges and Mira Mesa. For instance, within
the I-15 corridor in the vicinity of Rancho Bernardo, elevating the rail line would place the train at
elevations similar to the adjacent homes, which are situated above the existing freeway. The draft
EIR/EIS implies that all such noise impacts can be mitigated. How would noise impacts be
realistically mitigated in situations such as those in I-15 corridor where the elevations are too high to
construct sound walls or other noise reducing structures?

A comprehensive noise analysis should be conducted that takes into consideration the existing
clevations of sensitive receptors and the proximity of the line to these receptors, as well as the existing
and future noise levels generated from within the I-15 corridor. Further, the cumulative effects of all
of the uses within the corridor on adjacent sensitive receptors should be considered.

Too few visual simulation overlays have been provided in the draft EIR/EIS. As a result, none of the
examples are representative of the current or planned conditions within the I-15 corridor between Lake
Hodges and Mira Mesa. The photographs that are provided give the impression that there is sufficient
space to easily insert the high-speed rail lines into the existing freeway right-of-way. These
photographs are misleading and do not accurately depict the effects of the project on the surrounding
area. The document should include photo simulations that accurately describe how the rail system
would realistically fit into the I-15 corridor once the Managed Lanes project is completed.

The potential effects of existing soil problems along the corridor are also inadequately addressed.
What could be the effects of increased vibration in areas with known soil problems? For example, In

Rancho Bernardo there are ancient landslides present along both sides of I-15.

Mitieation Measures

The discussion of mitigation is extremely generic, with no discussion of how effective specific
mitigation measures would be in specific situations. The EIR/EIS should be revised to address specific
conditions that would be experienced along the route and incorporate realistic and feasible mitigation
measures that would reduce anticipated impacts to below a level of significance. The document should
also clearly identify those significant impacts that cannot be mitigated. For example, the visual
impacts of constructing an elevated line between Rancho Bernardo Road and Bernardo Center Drive in
Rancho Bernardo would be significant and unmitigable.
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Project Feasibility

No discussion is provided regarding how rail lines can be accommodate within the footprint of existing
transportation corridors. There are steep grades on I-15 through Rancho Bernardo and numerous
overpasses and on and off ramps. Can the rail line be elevated above all of these structures? What
would that height be? These are only some of the questions that have not been addressed in the draft
EIR/EIS with respect to the feasibility. Another important question is whether the mitigation measures
suggested in the document are actually feasible and if so, would they be effective in reducing impacts
to below a level of significance.

The Rancho Bernardo Community Planning Board believes that there are feasible alternatives to the
current proposal that have not been adequately addressed. Alternative designs, such as the one
proposed earlier in this letter, would significantly reduce the adverse affects of the project on those
communities located along the I-15 corridor in the San Diego region. We respectfully request that
additional alternatives be developed and incorporated into a revised draft EIR/EIS. In addition, we
request that a more comprehensive analysis of potential impacts to completed in order to provide the
public and the decisionmakers with a complete understanding of the consequences to existing
communities and the natural environmental of implementing the proposed project.

We appreciate this opportunity to provide comments and request that we be kept informed of future
actions associated with this proposal.

Sincerely,
Original signed on 8/30/04

Victoria Touchstone, Corresponding Secretary
for Jim Denton, Planning Board Chairman

cc: Brian Maienschein, San Diego City Council, District 5
Assemblyman George Plescia
State Capitol Building, Room 4009 Sacramento, CA 94249-0075;
San Diego District Office, 9909 Mira Mesa Blvd., Suite 130, San Diego, CA 92131
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South County Economic Development Council

Chairperson Curt Pringle

California High Speed Rail Authority
925 L Street Ste 1425

Sacramento, CA 95814

November 13, 2009
Response to EIR for High Speed Rail

Honorable Chairman Pringle,

On behalf of the South County Economic Development Council (SCEDC) Board of
Directors | wish to convey our strong support for the High Speed Rail (HSR) in California.
The economic opportunities associated with bringing this rail to San Diego and
connecting major cities within California are many.

The HSR will connect the major business hubs throughout the state encouraging
additional investment and company location that will lead to additional jobs.
Furthermore, the HSR will allow for additional modes of transportation for tourist
offering comparatively lower costs options to visit a larger portion of California.

The HSR also is an environmentally sensitive solution to the overburden air and vehicle

Sun Dicgo Regional Chamber of ComAfANsportation modes that currently exist. The HSR will encourage less car and airplane

Scripps Merey Hospital
Securine Business Benk
Sempra Erergy
Sharp Hospital
Solidus Property

South Bay Expiressway

Soutlwestern Community College

Sweenwaler Education Foundation

travel alleviating the already burdened expressways and congested air ports.

SCEDC is a non-profit dedicated to promoting economic prosperity in our bi-national
region. We view the high speed rail as an economic engine that can lead our state into
future decades with reliable responsible state of the art transportation. In future
considerations SCEDC respectfully requests that you consider taking the train from San
Diego to the international border. This will offer additional ridership and financing
options. Additionally, SCEDC respectfully requests you look at various commuter trains
to link other portions of San Diego County to the high speed rail system.

If | may provide additional information please do not hesitate to contact me at
(619)424-51543.

Sweetwater Union High School District

The Corky MeMillin Companies SinqerE|y, f

The Panl Company
Tifpana CDT
Tijwana DEITAC

Union Bank
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2 |
Cindy Gompper-Graves, Chief Executive Officer
Cc: Dan Leavitt

I111 Bay Blvd. Suite E = Chula Vista. CA 91911
(619)424 5143 « Fax (619) 424.5738
www.sandiegosouth.com



Kris Livingston

From: Evans John [johnleeevans@sandi.net]

Sent: Sunday, November 15, 2009 8:40 PM

To: HSR Comments

Subject: Proposal of high speed rail through Rose Canyon Park

California High Speed Rail Authority,

I am very concerned that there is a proposal to study a potential high speed rail route
through Rose Canyon in San Diego. Rose Canyon Open Space Park is an integral part of the
University City community. It is immediately adjacent to University City High School.
Furthermore, we have three elementary schools and a large middle school wihin walking
distance of the park. We have student groups that visit the park in the neighborhood for
real-life enviromental studies. Nearly 5,000 students attend school in this area.

As our University City representative to our San Diego Unified School Board, I strongly
oppose routing high speed trains either through or near the Rose Canyon Park. This type of
open space city park is a rare find in an urban area. Hands-on environmental education has
been proven to be a successful science teaching method. We must not break the connection
between our schools and Rose Canyon Open Space Park of the City of San Diego. The passage of
high speed trains, along with the construction of high fences and retaining walls, would
destroy the benefits of this special urban park.

I strongly encourage the developers of the high speed rail to consider another route near a
freeway or any other route that does not damage a city park. We can only teach our students
to protect our natural environment if we are doing that ourselves.

John Lee Evans
San Diego Unified School District Trustee, District A



Thank you for atiending today’s meeting. The scoping process is designed to provide the public and
sovernmental agencies the opportunity to help identify the scope of issues to be studied in depth during
the preparation of the Environmental Impact Report/ Environmental Impact Statement. Scoping allows the
public to become involved at the beginning of the EIR/EIS process. Please take a few minutes to provide
your comments. Please return comments to the California High-Speed Rail Authority by November 20,
2009 (return address is on the reverse side of this form).
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Thank you for your participation in this important process. You may drop off your completed comment sheet in a
comment box or with any High-Speed Train team member, mail, or send via e-mail with subject tine “LA-SD HST
Section via the Inland Empire” to comments@hsr.ca.gov. In addition, comments may also be submitted verbally to
the court reporter today. All comments must be submitted no later than November 20, 2009.

Fold and Tape Completely Before Mailing



b‘.. 3165 Pacific Highway, San Diego, CA 92101

s _ PO. Box 120488, San Diego, CA 92112-0488
Unified Port 619.686.6200 + www.portofsandiego.org

of San Diego

November 17, 2009

Mr. Dan Leavitt, Deputy Director
California High Speed Rail Authority
925 L Street, Suite 1425
Sacramento, CA 95814

Subject: Comments on Notice of Preparation (NOP) of a Draft Environmental
Impact Report (DEIR) for the Los Angeles to San Diego (LA-SD) Section
of the California High Speed Train (HST) System

Dear Mr. Leavitt:

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the above-referenced document. The
Unified Port of San Diego (Port) is particularly interested in any potential environmental
impacts to Port tidelands that may be caused by the construction, operation or
maintenance of the HST System. To that end, the Port requests that the California High
Speed Rail Authority (CHSRA) consider the following comments:

e The Port District is trustee of State tidelands in and around San Diego Bay and
is charged with the promotion of commerce, navigation, fisheries, recreation and
the environmental stewardship of State tidelands. State tidelands within the Port
District include the land leased to the San Diego County Regional Airport
Authority for the San Diego International Airport, lands along the Pacific
Highway Corridor, and land along San Diego’s North Embarcadero area
adjacent to the Santa Fe Depot. It is our understanding that these locations are
being considered as potential termination points for the LA-SD Section of the
HST System. The DEIR should disclose any direct potential impacts the HST
Section will have on Port tidelands. Also, in the discussion of cumulative impacts
within the DEIR, please include appropriate Port projects around the termination
point(s) and located on Port tidelands, such as along the Pacific Highway
Corridor and the Embarcadero area.

e Port staff requests that during the preparation of the DEIR, the CHSRA consult
the Port Master Plan (PMP) (October 2009 print), which includes the official
planning policies for the physical development of the tidelands that have been
granted in trust to the Port District. The PMP generally delineates the
boundaries of the Port’s planning jurisdiction and includes the policies and
information needed to assess land use and other potential impacts. The PMP
has been adopted by the Board of Port Commissioners and certified by the
California Coastal Commission, and is the applicable planning document for
Port tidelands. Zoning ordinances and planning documents for the City of San
Diego are not applicable for the lands within the Port’s jurisdiction.

e |tis Port staff's understanding that this DEIR will not include the proposed
Special Study route south to the Rodriguez International Airport, but that this

San Diego Unified Port District



route may be studied in a future environmental document. If the CHSRA decides
to move forward with environmental review of the Interstate-5 Corridor or any
area that may impact Port tidelands, Port staff would appreciate advanced
notification and coordination to ensure that the route does not interfere with the
public’s right of access to San Diego Bay or the industrial and recreational uses
provided in and around the Bay.

Port staff received the CHSRA's invitation letter dated September 30, 2009 to
participate in the preparation of the DEIR on those areas within the Port's jurisdiction,
expertise and responsibility. The Port welcomes the opportunity o participate in the
development of the CHSRA's coordination plan, and would be happy to share
relevant information about upcoming projects, needed permits/approvals, and/or
potential issues. Please contact Candice D. Magnus at (619) 686-6583 once the
coordination meetings have been scheduled.

Thank you again for the opportunity to comment on the DEIR. The Port looks forward
to reviewing the DEIR when it is available. Please include the Port’'s Land Use
Planning Department on your distribution list for the DEIR. If you would like to meet
to further discuss these comments or if the Port can be of any assistance, please
contact me at (619) 686-6468 or Candice D. Magnus at the number referenced
above.

Sincerely,
; i) ) g = “ .
John Helmer

Director of Land Use Planning
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November 16, 2009

Mr. Dan Leavitt

Deputy Director

California High-Speed Rail Authority
925 L Street, Suite 1425
Sacramento, CA 95814

Re: Los Angeles to San Diego HST Section via the Inland Empire Project EIR/EIS

Dear Mr. Leaviti:

The Board of Directors of the San Diego Section of the American Society of Civil Engineers
(ASCE) has reviewed the Notice of Preparation and other preliminary documentation for the
proposed San Diego to Los Angeles high speed train (HST) alignment via the Inland Empire.
Our Board strongly objects to adoption of the Inland Empire route, generally paralleling
Interstate 15, as the sole alternative for evaluation under the Environmental Impact
Report/Environmental Impact Statement (EIR/EIS) for this project, for the following reasons:

The Inland Empire route has not received adequate public, technical or independent
review prior to being adopted as the preferred alternative for the preparation of
preliminary design and environmental documentation for the LA-SD segment.

With the completion of the Interstate 15 Managed Lanes project in 2012 the state
highway right of way along |-15 between Miramar and Escondido will be fully built out.
There is little benefit to the HST following 1-15, nor will any median or excess right of way
be available to construct the rail facilities.

With the exception of a very few miles, nearly the entire alignment along I-15 between
Miramar and the San Diego county line will be built either on structure or within tunnels
which will be prohibitively expensive to construct through the terrain along this segment.
Given that the HST system is proposed to be locally and privately financed to a great
extent, adoption of the Inland Empire route as the sole alternative may render the LA-SD
segment infeasible from a financial perspective.

According to Amtrak the Pacific Surfliner from Los Angeles to San Diego has the second
highest rail ridership (2.9 million passengers) in the nation, second only to the Boston-
New York-Washington DC corridor. The Inland Empire route bypasses coastal
population centers in favor of more lightly populated inland areas with fewer destinations
and limited ridership. An

established coastal rail corridor with a high ridership base is far easier to implement from
a financial and public opinion perspective.

Pending rail, highway and environmental projects along the Interstate 5 corridor from the
San Diego Association of Governments and Caltrans District 11 present a unique
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(continued)

e Opportunity for a synergistic and comprehensive transportation and environmental
solution for the coast between Los Angeles and San Diego. Coastal bluffs, lagoons, and
other habitat can be preserved and restored while locating transportation facilities where
they can maximize ridership and minimize environmental impacts.

¢ Upgrading and realigning the existing coastal rail corridor for high speed or conventional
trains offers the opportunity to construct improvements incrementally while maintaining
current revenue operations. This is far superior to the “all or nothing” approach of the
Inland Empire route, in which the entire segment must be financed, constructed and
operational before a single nickel can be recovered from the fare box.

For these reasons and in light of these considerations, the Board of the San Diego Section of
ASCE strongly urges the California High-Speed Rail Authority to fully evaluate a coastal HST
rail corridor, roughly paralleling Interstate 5, as part of the environmental documentation process
for the Los Angeles to San Diego segment. Thank you for your consideration, we are available
to respond to any questions or comments you may have.

Sincerely,
San Diego Section
American Society of Civil Engineers

S e

Philip R. Kern, PE M.ASCE
President



Kris Livingston

From: Emily Rusch [erusch@calpirg.org]

Sent: Friday, November 20, 2009 4:47 PM

To: HSR Comments

Subject: LA-SD HST Section via the Inland Empire
November 20, 2009

Dear Mr. Leavitt,

Because a variety of segment stops in the San Diego region have been suggested to the Authority, I am writing
in support of continuing to study a downtown station stop at Santa Fe depot.

CALPIRG supports the construction of high-speed rail in California because it will reduce traffic congestion,
decrease harmful pollution, and cost less to construct that the highway and airport expansions our state’s
growing population will need without it.

CALPIRG strongly agrees with the following CHSRA policy:

For the high-speed train to be more useful and yield the most benefit, it is important that the stations be

placed where there will be a high density of population. jobs, commercial activities, entertainment and

other activities that generate personal trips. The success of HST is highly dependent on land use

patterns that also reduce urban sprawl, reduce conversion of farm land to development, reduce vehicle

miles traveled by automobiles, and encourage high-density development in and around the HST station.
- CHSRA High-Speed Train Station Development policy

As the Authority notes, high-speed rail’s benefits will be lost if high-speed rail fails to attract high ridership by
directly connecting travelers to high population areas and making it easy for travelers to get to their final
destination point from each station. We are concerned that the failure to connect to downtown San Diego will
significantly reduce ridership for the high-speed train because other potential station stops do not have nearly
the same level of density, the variety of nearby attractions, or the same number of public transit options
available,

Especially as the San Diego region faces some of the worst traffic congestion in the country, the region should
be strategically placing high-speed rail station stops at public transportation hubs to encourage travelers to take
alternative transportation within San Diego. In SANDAG’s own poll earlier this year, 12 percent of respondents
said that public transit is their primary mode of transportation. As the region’s population grows, the San Diego
area will need to significantly increase public transportation ridership. The Texas Transportation Institute’s
most recent Urban Mobility Study found that just to maintain existing levels of traffic congestion San Diego
will need to grow public transit ridership every year by at least 22 million trips. A high-speed rail station stop at
a significant public transportation hub could help to drive increases in local public transportation ridership,
reducing congestion in the region.

The increase in transit ridership is critical not only to reduce traffic congestion, but imperative to the region’s
successful implementation of AB 32 and SB 375, two laws aimed at avoiding the worst impacts of global
warming by reducing California’s pollution.

Of course, we fully support the CHSRA’s plans to carry out the EIS and EIR process, including the
consideration of other segment stops, and the careful study of various alignments to reach Santa Fe depot station

1



stop. But we suspect that the Santa Fe depot will have the greatest ridership and connectivity benefits, and we
hope that a final decision is made that prioritizes high ridership and transit connectivity.

Sincerely,

Emily Rusch
State Director
CALPIRG

Emily Rusch

State Director

CALPIRG

369 Broadway, Suite 200
San Francisco, CA 94133
415-622-0039 x307
www.calpirg.org



Thank you for attending today’s meeting. The scoping process is designed to provide the public and
governmental agencies the opportunity to help identify the scope of issues to be studied in depth during
the preparation of the Environmental Impact Report/ Fnvironmental Impact Statement. Scoping atlows the
public to become involved at the beginning of the EIR/EIS process. Please take a few minutes to provide
your comments. Please return comments to the California High-Speed Rail Authority by Movember 20,
2009 {return address is on the reverse side of this form).
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Thank you for your participation in this important process. You may drop off your completed comment sheet in a
comment box or with any High-Speed Train team member, mail, or send via e-mail with subject line “LA-SD HST
Section via the Inland Empire” to coamments@hsi.ca.gov. n addition, comments may also be submitted verbally to
the court reporter today. All comments must he submitted no later than November 20, 2009,

Fold and Tape Completsly Before Mailing



Kris Livingston

From: Friends of Rose Canyon [rosecanyon@san.rr.com]
Sent: Friday, November 20, 2009 4:26 PM

To: HSR Comments

Subject: LA-SD HST Section via the Inland Empire

Attachments: HSR Scoping Comments FRC.pdf; ATTO0001 .txt



Friends of Rose Canyon Comments Re High-Speed Rail NOP
November 20, 2009

% Friends of Rose Canyon
PO Box 221051
San Diego CA 92192-1051
858-597-0220 rosecanyon(@san.rr.com
WWW.rosecanyon.org

Via Email and U.S. Mail
November 20, 2009

Mr. Dan Leavitt, Deputy Director
California High-Speed Rail Authority
925 L Street, Suite 1425

Sacramento, CA 95814

Re: LA-SD HST Section via the Inland Empire
Dear Mr. Leavitt:

Friends of Rose Canyon appreciates the opportunity to comment on the proposed High-Speed
Rail project. Our organization’s mission is to protect, preserve and restore Rose Canyon and the
Rose Creek watershed. The Rose Creek watershed is an important coastal watershed that extends
from its upper reaches on Marine Corp Base Miramar through Rose Canyon and San Clemente
Canyon and along Rose Creek south to Mission Bay. The proposed alignment through Rose
Canyon and south of SR-52 along Marion Bear Park and Rose Creek is of grave concern to us.

1. The EIR/EIS should study the cumulative impacts of any proposed high-speed rail
alignment on Rose Canyon, Rose Creek and the Rose Creek watershed in relation to past,
present and future projects, including, but not limited to the following:

« All SANDAG’s potential Midcoast Corridor projects (LRT, expanded coaster service,
additional heavy rail tracks, or any other alternatives) along Rose Creek south of SR-52
and north of SR-52 through Rose Canyon.

* The proposed Regents Road bridge project (see Attachments for comment letters on a
number of environmental issues related to Rose Canyon)

e The City of San Diego’s Metropolitan Wastewater Department’s 2007 Miramar trunk
sewer project

e The Metropolitan Wastewater Department’s current wetland and upland mitigation
project in Rose Canyon.

s Sewer access paths proposed by the City of San Diego’s Metropolitan Wastewater
Department

e Current and proposed storm water maintenance activities, including access roads. This
should include activities proposed in the City of San Diego’s soon-to-be-released Master
Storm Water System Maintenance Program Final Program EIR.



Friends of Rose Canyon Comments Re High-Speed Rail NOP
November 20, 2009

+ Habitat fragmentation, including the impact on wildlife in San Diego canyons (see
Attachments for research by Kevin Crooks)

» New development anticipated by or associated with the HSR project and with any of the
above projects

e MSCP areas along the alignment

The cumulative impacts analysis should include the direct and indirect impacts of construction
and maintenance activities for the HSR project and all of the above projects.

The cumulative impacts analysis in the EIR/EIS should comprehensively study the following
impacts in relation to all of the above projects, including: biology, hydrology, wetlands, water
quality, landform alteration, retaining walls, wildlife movement and wildlife corridor impacts,
the MSCP, noise, vibrations, visual and aesthetic impacts, sensitive and threatened and
endangered species, existing and future recreational and educational uses of Rose Canyon Open
Space Park, Marion Bear Park, and Rose Creek (including the Rose Creek bikeway), impacts on
the Rose Creek watershed (including Mission Bay), archeological and cultural impacts, and
neighborhood character. The discussion of wildlife movement should include the loss or
degradation of habitat, the impact of structures such as retaining walls and fencing, and indirect
impacts such as noise and lights.

3. The EIR/EIS should study any proposed High-Speed Rail alignment’s direct and indirect
impacts on the Metropolitan Wastewater Department’s current wetland and upland
mitigation project in Rose Canyon.

3. The EIR/EIS should discuss any proposed High-Speed Rail alignment’s compatibility
with the MSCP and the direct and indirect impacts on the MSCP areas in Carroll Canyon,
Rose Canyon and San Clemente Canyon (Marion Bear Memorial Park). The Program EIR
failed to identify these areas as being in the MSCP, failed to identify compatibility with the
MSCP and impacts on the MSCP as an issue, and failed even to make any mention of the MSCP.

4. The EIR/EIS should study all direct and indirect impacts on Rose Canyon Open Space
Park, Marion Bear Memorial Park, and Rose Creek (including the Rose Creek bike path).
The HSR Program EIR states: “Parks are generally not compatible with rail projects of this type
due to the probability of noise impacts, visual impacts, and other potential direct and indirect
impacts.” (Los Angeles to San Diego via Inland Empire Land Use Technical Evaluation)

The City of San Diego’s Open Space Parks webpage states: “Open Space within the City of San
Diego is defined as areas generally free from development or developed with low intensity uses
that respect natural environmental characteristics. Open Space Parks are used for purposes such
as preservation of natural resources, passive outdoor recreation and scenic and visual
enjoyment.”

5. The EIR/EIS should study all direct and indirect impacts on the Rose Creek watershed,
including those potential impacts listed under the cumulative impacts comment above.

6. The EIR/EIS should study the impacts on recreational and educational uses of Rose
Canyon, Marion Bear Park, Rose Creek and the Rose Creek watershed.
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7. The EIR should study the compatibility of the alignment through Rose Canyon with the
following:

e University Community Plan

e Rose Creek Watershed Opportunities Assessment

e (City of San Diego General Plan

8. The EIR should study the need for and direct and indirect impacts of modifications to all
bridges and freeway intersections along the proposed alignment through Rose Canyon and
along Rose Creek.

Alternatives Analysis

9. The Alternatives Analysis should state clearly that the CAHSRA’s previous “preferred
alternative” from Mira Mesa to San Diego through Rose Canyon based on the Program
EIR is no longer the preferred alternative, and that there is no preferred alternative from
Mira Mesa to San Diego. At the University Community Planning Group (UCPG) meeting on
November 10, 2009, Mike Zdon, Project Manager for the LA-SD HSR section stated repeatedly
to the large number of attendees: “There is no longer any preferred alignment.” He further stated
that a number of possible alignments that continued down the I-15 would be studied.

10. The Alternatives Analysis should eliminate any alignment through Rose Canyon for the
following reasons:

A. The alignment through Rose Canyon should be eliminated for the same reasons the
Program EIR Alternatives Analysis eliminated the “I-15 to Coast via SR 52” alignment.
The Program EIR eliminated the SR-52 alignment for the following reasons:
* The alignment is long
« Considerable curves would reduce the potential average speed to 106 mph
« A constrained right-of-way in a densely developed area would make the this option
impracticable
e The alignment would cross a high school, residential areas and Marion Bear Park along
SR-52
These same reasons apply to the alignment via Carroll Canyon or Miramar Road and through
Rose Canyon:
* The alignment is long
« Considerable curves would reduce the average speed to 93 mph using the Miramar Road
alignment, 91 mph using the Carroll Canyon alignment
e The alignment crosses residential areas and has a constrained right-of-way
¢ The high school referred to as being along the SR-52 alignment (presumably University
City High School) is adjacent actually adjacent to Rose Canyon (an error in the Program
EIR)
¢ Rose Canyon contains Rose Canyon Open Space Park. The failure to identify this park’s
existence was a glaring error in the Program EIR. Marion Bear Memorial Park, Rose
Canyon Open Space Park and Tecolote Canyon Natural Park are collectively known as
the Tri-canyon Parks, with park rangers assigned to them.
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B. The alignment through Rose Canyon should be eliminated because, as the Program EIR
states: “Parks are generally not compatible with rail projects of this type due to the
probability of noise impacts, visual impacts, and other potential direct and indirect
impacts.” (Los Angeles to San Diego via Inland Empire Land Use Technical Evaluation, p. 37.)
The alignment through Rose Canyon would severely degrade the entire Rose Canyon Open
Space Park. The park is a long, fairly narrow canyon. The HSR project would be clearly visible
and audible from everywhere in the park. The project would require major grading and retaining
walls. The 2008 Business Plan states there would be 134 trains per day (7-8 per hour each
direction during the 6-9 am and 4-7 pm peak hours). The entire park would be within the 1,000
study area for indirect biological impacts.

11. The EIR/EIS should study the I-15 route to Qualcomm Stadium station alignment.

The Program EIR stated there would be 350,000 more inter-city passengers a year at the
Qualcomm Stadium terminus versus Santa Fe depot terminus. Qualcomm would provide a multi-
modal transit location with the trolley and buses, is close to a number of major highways, and is
centrally located within the metropolitan area. Furthermore, SANDAG supports a potential
extension of HSR to the border by Rodriguez Airport. An extension to Rodriguez from
Qualcomm Stadium would potentially be far straighter, faster, less expensive and more feasible
than one that goes to Lindbergh and or downtown San Diego.

12. The EIR/EIS should study the alignment I-15 to SR-163 to Lindbergh or Downtown.
The Program EIR found this alignment to have a number of advantages, including a fast travel
time, fewer alignment curves, and an average speed of 141 mph. It stated the alternative was
impracticable in part due to the need for two 1.5 mile tunnels. However, SANDAG has changed
their recommended terminus from downtown to Lindbergh Field. Terminating at Lindbergh
instead of downtown would require less tunneling.

13. The EIR/EIS should study the alignment I-15 to SR 163 to I-8 to Coast.
This alignment was eliminated in the Program EIR. However, it should be considered on its own
or in combination with a tunnel option.

14. The Alternatives Analysis should do a full analysis of both Lindbergh and Qualcomm
Stadium alternatives for the terminal station. The Program EIR found significant advantages
to the I-15 route to a terminal station at Qualcomm Station. It did not analyze Lindbergh, and the
Airport Authority specifically requested there NOT be a station at Lindbergh. SANDAG has
now changed their recommended terminal station from Santa Fe Depot to Lindbergh. In order to
understand the pros and cons of Lindbergh and Qualcomm, it is important that the two receive an
equal level of analysis. This should include the implications of either station for SANDAG’s
interest in a potential extension of High-Speed Rail to the border at Rodriguez Airport.

Sincerely,

Deborah Knight
Executive Director
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Attachments: (emailed separately)

Comment letters submitted on the Draft and Final University City North/South
Transportation Corridor Study EIR

USFWS/CDFG comment letter on the Draft EIR

Regional Water Quality Control Board comment letter on the Draft EIR
Conservation Biology Institute comment letter on the Final EIR

Vince Scheidt: Biology comment letter on the Draft EIR

Richard Rodkin: Noise comment letter on the Draft EIR

B e, LB T e

Kevin R. Crooks: Research studies on the impacts on wildlife of habitat fragmentation in
San Diego canyons

6. Relative Sensitivities of Mammalian Carnivores to Habitat Fragmentation
7. Mesopredator release and avifaunal extinctions in a fragmented system
8. Extinction and Colonization of Birds on Habitat Islands



Friends of Rose Creek *
“‘Connecting Our Communities”

4629 Cass Street #188
San Diego CA 92109

September 19, 2009

Mr. Dan Leavitt, Deputy Director
California High-Speed Rail Authority
Attn: Los Angeles to San Diego

via the Inland Empire Section EIR/EIS
925 1. Street, Suite 1425

Sacramento, CA 95814

Dear Mr. Leavitt:

We do not oppose the concept and goals of High Speed Rail (HSR) services in
San Diego County. However, we do request that the Project Level EIR/EIS
consider any negative impacts to canyons and crecks with substantial natural open
space. These include impacts on water quality, wetland ecosystems, habitat for
wildlife, the Multiple Species Conservation Program, designated parks, non-
motorized transportation corridors, and recreational and educational opportunities
in nature for urban residents.

We oppose any degradation to the natural habitats within the Rose Creek
Watershed, which includes but is not limited to, Rose Canyon Open Space Park,
Marian Bear Natural Park, Mission Bay Park and the stretch of Rose Creek from
the south end of Marian Bear Natural Park to its terminus in Mission Bay Park.

We request that the Project Level EIR/EIS consider negative impacts to San
Diego County planning efforts under the Multiple Species Conversation Program
(MSCP) as well as on other uses of proposed corridors including but not limited
1o plans for light rail expansion, double tracking efforts for existing rail
transportation, the use natural canyon spaces for flood control purposes, the
alignment of sewers and roads for sewer maintenance, and any negative impacts
to existing or planned dedicated bike paths.

We request that the Project Level EIR/EIS include an analysis of the per unit cost
of create parking spaces at proposed stations to meet the needs of both short term
and long term parking. The San Diego HSR Terminal should have easy vehicle
access with plenty of parking (like that available at Qualcomm) and easy and
quick public transit access to the San Diego airport and to downtown San Diego
(which lack adequate parking)

We request that the Project Level EIR/EIS include an analysis of impacts to
community plans for increasing non-motorized access between communities
* A member of the Rose Creek Watershed Alliance
* A Friends Group of San Diego Canyonlands
Visit us on-line at http://www.saverosecreek.org



Friends of Rose Creek *

“‘Connecting Our Communities”

4629 Cass Street #188
San Diego CA 92109

using modes of transportation such as biking, jogging, walking, rollerblading and
skateboarding.

We request that the Project Level EIR/EIS analysis include proposed ridership
ievels based on travel times between stations and that the routes selected serve
communities in San Diego County not currently served by rail transportation.

We request that the HSR Authority conduct a full project-level analysis of the
I-15 route to Qualcomm Stadium and beyond including under grounding the route
from Qualcomm Stadium south to the terminus as a preferred alternative in the
Project Level EIR\EIS in addition to other potential alternatives. In the Program
EIR/EIS, this route was found to have higher projected intercity ridership, less
cost, less noise impact, fewer visual and aesthetic impacts, and to be shorter and
faster, with higher train speeds.

We strongly encourage the HSR Authority to look at a station in the City of San
Diego that is centrally located and accessible via multiple transportation options
in an arca with good ingress and egress and that serves the needs of other
communities in the county such as La Mesa, El Cajon and Chula Vista. We
remain open to alignments that avoid negative impacts to our precious remaining
open space resources and that meet the transportation needs of San Diego County
visitors and residents.

Respectfully,
The Friends of Rose Creek

*A member of the Rose Creek Watershed Alliance
* A Friends Group of San Diego Canyonlands
Visit us on-line at http:.//www.saverosecreek.org



Thank you for attending today’s meeting. The scoping process is designed to provide the public and
governmental agencies the opportunity to help identify the scope of issues to be studied in depth during
the preparation of the Environmental Impact Report/ Fnvironmental Impact Statement. Scoping atlows the
public to become involved at the beginning of the EIR/EIS process. Please take a few minutes to provide
your comments. Please return comments to the California High-Speed Rail Authority by Movember 20,
2009 {return address is on the reverse side of this form).
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Thank you for your participation in this important process. You may drop off your completed comment sheet in a
comment box or with any High-Speed Train team member, mail, or send via e-mail with subject line “LA-SD HST
Section via the Inland Empire” to coamments@hsi.ca.gov. n addition, comments may also be submitted verbally to
the court reporter today. All comments must he submitted no later than November 20, 2009,

Fold and Tape Completsly Before Mailing
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CALIFORMIA HIGH-SPEED TRAM SYSTEM
Las Angeles to San Dieso yia the Iniand Empire e

Thankyoufnraﬁenmngtoday%iﬂeeﬂng.Thescomngpﬁoaﬁsisdeﬁgnedtopwoﬁdethepubhcand
governmental agencies the opportunity to help identify the scope of issues to be studied in depth during
the preparation of the Environmental Impact Report/Environmental Impact Statement. Scoping allows the
public to become involved at the beginning of the EIR/EIS process. Please take a few minutes to provide
your comments. Please return comments to the California High-Speed Rail Authority by November 20,
2009 (return address is on the reverse side of this form).

Today’s Meeting Date/Location: “{ uCPG aovio

[ October 13 — La Jolla E/Dciober 14 — San Diege [} October 15 — Escondido
Mame (please print): City: State: Zip:
Organization/Business E-raail:

Address:

@/‘s’es, t would ke to be added to vour mailing list to recelve newsletters, information meilings and meeting notices.

Comment (please write clearly):

Gerry Senda

President, Genesee Highlands Association

PC Box 928320

San Diego, Ca 92192-8320

858.455-0640

a1l
gerrysenda@gmattcom

Thank you for your participation in this important process. You may drop off your completed comment sheet in a
comment box or with any High-Speed Train team member, mail, or send via e-mail with subject line HLA-SD HST
Section via the Inland Empire” to comments@hsr.ca.gov. In addition, comments may also be submitted verbally to
the court reporter today. All comments must be submitted no later than November 20, 200%.

Fold and Tape Completely Before Mziling



Kris Livingston

From: Donna Nickens [dnickens@hechisolberg.com]

Sent: Friday, November 06, 2009 3:19 PM

To: HMSR Comments

Cc: cynthialewis@sandiego.gov; ingram, Heather; banderson@sandiego.gov,

KBroughton@sandiego.gov; lintonm@vmemail.com; schreibmanp@vmemail.com,
kruggels@gmail.com

Subject: "LA-SD HST Section via the Inland Empire"
Attachments: 366399_1.pdf
Mr. Leavitt;

Please see comment letter from Paul E. Robinson of Hecht Solberg Robinson Goldberg & Bagley LLP dated November 6,
2009.

Thank you
Donna Nickens

Donna Nickens, Legal Assistant for Paul E. Robinson
HecHT SOLBERG ROBINSON GOLDBERG & BAGLEY LLP

600 WEST BROADWAY, 8TH FLOOR

San DIEGo, CA 92101

P: 619.239.3444 F: 619.232.6828

Dnickens@hechtsolberg.com

HEHechtSolbory

vy hechtsolbera,com

Please note my new e-mail address.,

This e-mail transmission {and/or documents attached) may contain confidential information belonging to the sender
which is protected by the attorney/client or work product privileges. The information is intended only for the use of the
individual or entity to whom this e-mail is directed. If you are not the intended recipient, you are hereby notified that any
disclosure, copying, distribution or the taking of any action in reliance on the contents of this information is strictly
prohibited. If you have received this transmission in error, please delete it immediately.

This e-mail may not be forwarded without the sender’s express permission.
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PaulL E. ROBINSON
LLP E-Nnil: prol)iuson@ﬁlec]ltsoﬂ)c:'g\(:om

November 6, 2009
Via Electronic Mail (comments@hsr.ca.gov)

Mr. Dan Leavitt, Deputy Director
Attn: LA-SD HST Project EIR/EIS
California High Speed Rail Authority
925 1. Street, Suite 1425

San Diego, California 95814

Re: LA-SD HST Project EIR/EIS
Dear Mr, Leavitt:

We represent Vulcan Materials Company (Vulean), who is processing a large mixed-use project
in the center of the Mira Mesa community in the City of San Diego. The project, known as Stone Creek,
encompasses approximately 293 acres within Carroll Canyon, stretching from Black Mountain Road to
west of Camino Ruiz, Currently, the project site is the location of an on-going mining operation.

This letter is written in response to the “Notice of Preparation” issued by the California High-
Speed Rail Authority (Authority) for the proposed California High-Speed Train (HST) project.

Vulcan is extremely concerned with the Carroll Canyon Road alignment alternative (located
within the Mira Mesa-downtown San Diego segment of the HST) that is proposed for further study by the
Authority. The Carroll Canyon alignment option would have a devastating impact on Vulcan’s existing
mining operation and, more importantly, on the future Stone Creek project that is many years into the
entitlement process.

The Stone Creek project will create a mixed-use, transit oriented development, as described in the
Carroll Canyon Master Plan Glement of the Mira Mesa Community Plan. When fully implemented, Stone
Creek will provide up to 5,880 residential units, 550,000 square feet of employment uses, 149,000 square
feet of commercial/retail use, 100,000 square feet of office space, and more than 64 acres of parks. The
Stone Creek Village Center will provide a pedestrian focused mixed-use core where residential uses,
shops, open piazzas, and restaurants will create a lively urban center for the project.

In light of the devastating impacts to Vulcan and the Stone Creek project, we respectfully request
that the Authority fully study and analyze the potential land use impacts of the Carroll Canyon Road
alignment option. Such analysis must consider all of the future land uses associated with the Stone Creek

project,

Attoreys al Law 600 West B:-()nrlwny, Eigialll Floor San Diego, California 092101 Tcleplmne: 014, 230.3444 Facsimile: 619.232.6828



Mr., Dan Leavitt, Deputy Director
November 6, 2009
Page 2

We further request to be added to the Authority’s contact list for the proposed HST project and be
copied on all future notices and correspondence refating {o the Mira Mesa-downtown San Diego segment

of the HST. My contact information is as follows:

Hecht Solberg Robinson Goldberg & Bagley LLP

Attn: Paul E. Robinson,

Esqg.

600 West Broadway, 8" Floor
San Diego, California 92101
E-mail: probinson@hechtsolberg.com

Thank you for your attention to this matter.

PER/NSH
366399_1
cc: Mayor Jerry Sanders

City Councilmember Carl DeMaio

Mr. William Anderson

Mr. Kelly Broughton

Mr. Mike Linton, Vulcan Materiais

Ms. Patti Schriebman, Vulcan Materials
Ms. Karen Ruggels

Sincerely,
ﬂﬂﬂﬂﬂ = “‘“w.} g -~---,.,~>
/,-" f,—«*"“. [ )‘[ N
| S men
ez if.-» j C g

Paul E. Robinson

HECHT SOLBERG ROBINSON GOLDBERG & BAGLEY LLp



Kris Livingston

From: Everett DeLano [everettdelano@yahoo.com]

Sent: Friday, November 20, 2009 2:34 PM

To: HSR Comments

Subject: LA-SD HST Project EIR/EIS

Attachments: Comment letter to California High-Speed Rail Authority. pdf

Please see attached.

Law Offices of Everett L. DeLano I
220 W. Grand Avenue

Escondido, California 92025

(760) 510-1562

(760) 510-1565 (fax)

The information contained in this message may be legally privileged and confidential. If the reader of this message is not
the intended recipient, you are hereby notified that you are not authorized to review the information contained herein and
are requested to contact us and destroy the information. Thank you.
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Kris Livingston

From:
Sent:
To:
Cc:

Subject:
Attachments:

Linda Geldner [linda@ge'dner.comj
Wednesday, November 18, 2009 9:39 PM

HSR Comments
rvelazquez@arellanoassociates.com; 'Ly, John'; Veeh, Daniel; Linda Culp; Brian Hausknecht;

Michael Zdon: Greg Parks; Jose de Jesus Martinez

LA-SD HST Section via the Inland Empire
MMCPG HSR ietter with scoping comments 2009-11-17.pdf

Attached letter provides scoping comments for the Alternatives Analysis for the High Speed Train EIR/EIS,
Anaheim to San Diego from the Mira Mesa Community Planning Group (MMCPG). They voted unanimously
to support and submit these comments on Monday night. Please feel free to call if you have any guestions.

1 would like to thank all the staff in the Cc. They provided excellent support over the last week as I
scrambled to pull information together, We look forward to participating as a major stakeholder.

Sincerely,
Linda Geldner
Chair MMCPG

......................................

linda geldner, r.a. / principal

7830 norcanyon way
san diegc, ca 92126
858-578-1076

cell: 858-610-9030
web: www.geldner.com



Mira Mesa Community Planning Board
San Diego, CA 92126

November 17, 2009

My, Dan Leavitt. Deputy Divector
ATTN: LA-SD HST Project EIVEIS
California High-Speed Rail Authority
925 1. Streel. Suite 1423

Sacramento, CA 95814

Subject;  Comments Regarding the NOP/NOT for the LA-51) Higl Speed Train (HST1)
Section via the Inland Empire of the California High-Speed Rail

Dear Mr. Leavitt:

The Mira Mesa Community Planning Group (MMCPG) is an officially recognized
community planning group in the City of San Diego, Our purpose is {0 adwise the San
Diego City Countil, Planning Commission. and other decision-makers on developiment
projects, general or community plan amendments, rezonings, wnd public facilities.

Mira Mesa is & major stakeholder in the HST Anaheim to San Diege project. Currently
the proposed alignment fraverses our community at cither Carrolt Canyon and/or
Wiramar Road. MMOPG is committed to active participation in the pianning process to
ensure the best possible results. Please incorporate these comments in the scope of your
Alternatives Analysis (AA) for the draft BIS/EIR:

= We request your stall keep us informed by providing a presentation quarterty and/or
at major milestones in the process.

¥ At least one viable allernative that does not fraverse the community of Mira Mesa
should be examined in detail in the Alleratives Analysis (AA) Study.

= Any alternalive thai docs traverse Mira Mesa should be anabyzed {or all impacts
especially noise and vibration in and across the canyons that could affect residens,

s xplain how High Speed (HS) commuler trainy operating on the same HST flong
distance) Jine would safely work. where and how stations could be incorporated info
ihe 1S fine and how this affects the choice of u preferred alternative.

¥ Mira Mesa Transit Center is planned at I-15 and Hillary. Any alignment down 15
should incorporaie future HS commuer train serviee to the wansit center into the
system design.



5 Fach alernative should be analyzed for the potential ridership fevels it would
aengrale,

We would like 1o thank your contract staffl Me, Michae! Zdon and SANDAG staff. Mr.
Dunny Veeh for an excellent presenfation madce on short notice at the MMCPG meeiing
16 November. The community had many questions which could not vet be angwered, so
we Tock forward to & follow on presentation in early spring to bring us up to date on the
progress. We appreciate this opportunity o provide comments and fook forward w
participating as & maior stakehaolder on this project.

sSmeesely,

Linda Geldner, Chair
Mira Mesa Community Planning Group

o Mayor Jerry Sanders. City of San Diego
San Diego City Councitman Carl DeMaio
San Diege County Supervisor Pam Slater-Price
State Assemblyman Nathan Fletcher, 75th District
State Senator Demus Mollingsworth, 36th Diswict
Congressiman Brian Bilbray. 30ih District
LLS, Senator Barbara Boxer
(1.5, Senator Dianne Feinstein
SANDAG, Regional Transportation Planning
Community Planners Committee (CPC)
San Pasqual/lake Hodges Planming Group
Ranchoe Penasquitos Planning Board
Carmel Mountain Ranch Planning Group
Sabre Springs Planning Group
Ranch Bernardo Planiing Board
Seripps Rancl: Planning Group




Kris Livingston

From: RACINE & LARAMIE tm, Tobacconist [contact@racineandlaramie.com]
Sent: Friday, November 20, 2009 3:22 PM

To: HSR Comments

Subject: LA-SD HST Section via the Inland Empire

Attachments: CosoyHighSpeedRailEIR.pdf



Cosog.Org

mhe Kumeyaay Town Hhat Grew {o Become the State of California

Geoffrey Mogilner, Founder 20 Nov 2009
2737 San Diego Avenue
San Diego CA 92110

Mr. Dan Leavitt, Deputy Director
ATTN: LA-SD HST Project EIR/EIS
California High-Speed Rail Authority
925 L Street, Suite 1425

Sacramento, CA 95814

RE: LA-SD HST Project EIR/EIS impacts at Old Town San Diego
California High Speed Rail Authority:

The Kumeyaay town-site is a few blocks form the HST proposed right of way. That right of way was built
about 1881 by the California Southern Railroad. It was at built ona berm, at its current elevation, to go over
the flood control dam on the south side of the San Diego River. Thus the railroad tracks have precedence over
the later freeway and street construction.

The elevated tracks the HST is proposing at Old Town will impose dramatic visual impacts on historic sites at
Old Town including Cosoy, Kosa’aay, the Kumeyaay Town that grew to become the State of California. They
will also radiate the noise down upon these historic sites and the community.

Cosoy.org has developed a regional circulation plan which we believe would reduce the visual and noise impacts
from this project, www.cosoy.org/Proposal.html This is accomplished by not modifying the railroad right of
way. Instead pedestrian and vehicular grade separations are created. The pedestrians cross under the tracks and
the vehicles cross over the tracks. We also think that the construction costs of this scheme would be less that
building an elevated railroad trestle ~60 feet above grade.

We think that incorporating the Cosoy Regional Circulation Proposal into your HST project would benefit all
involved.

Thank you.
Geoffrey Mogilner, Founder

1of 2
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Kris Livingston

From: Don Wood [dwood8@cox.net]

Sent; Sunday, November 08, 2008 2:22 PM

To: HSR Comments

Subject: Scoping Comments on High Speed Rail Project Environmental Impact Report

November 8, 2009

Mr. Dan Leavitt, Deputy Director
California High-Speed Rail Authority
925 L Street, Suite 1425
Sacramento, CA 95814

Subject: High Speed Rail Project EIR/EIS

The Pacific Energy Policy Center supports the basic concept
and goals of High Speed Rail (HSR) services in California and
in San Diego County.

However, we must strongly oppose any route which
would go through Rose Canyon, Rose Creek, Carroll
Canyon, San Clemente Canyon or any other canyon

or creek in the region with substantial natural open space
and that would create severe associated negative
environmental impacts. These include

impacts on water quality, habitat for wildlife,

the Multiple Species Conservation Program, and
recreational and educational opportunities in nature for
urban residents.

We formally request that the HSR Authority conduct a full
project-tevel analysis of the | -15 route to Qualcomm Stadium
as the preferred alternative in their project level EIR/EIS.

in the initial HSR Program EIR, this route was found to have
higher projected intercity ridership, lower costs, less

noise impact, fewer visual and aesthetic impacts, and
promised to be shorter and faster, with higher train speeds.

There is no reason to destroy sensitive wildlife preserves and
corridors when less environmental damaging alternatives
exist.

Don Wood, Senior Policy Advisor
Pacific Energy Policy Center
4539 Lee Avenue

La Mesa, CA 91941



619-463-9035
dwood8@cox.net




rainboW Planning G

Keeping Rainbow Rural
Advising The Board of Supervisors ~ San Diego County

To: Mr. Dan Leavitt, Deputy Director Date: November 16, 2009

925 L Street, Suite 1425

Sacramento, Ca. 95814

Subject: Los Angeles to San Diego via the Inland Empire Section HST
Project EIR/EIS

E-mail: comment@hsr.ca.gov

From: Rainbow Community Planning Group

The Rainbow Community Planning Group has voted unanimously that the
following issues be considered for the Temecula via tunnel to Escondido Line
Alignment High Speed Rail EIR/EIS.

From Temecula, the proposed alignment would divert from the 1-15 freeway
and tunnel through the community of Rainbow and reconnect with the
corridor in the Stewart Canyon area to the south of Rainbow. The current
proposed tunnel alignment outside of the I-15 corridor in Rainbow will have
high projected costs, and the tunnel section would result in considerable
right-of-way constraints, making this alignment alternative impracticable.
The purpose of a tunnel would be to improve travel times and eliminate tight
curves. However, eliminating tight curves would result in tunnel alignments
through the community of Rainbow that do not follow existing transportation
rights-of-way. This alignment would not be compatible with the existing
development and would have considerable seismic and hydrological
constraints. The alignment would also have high potential impacts to the
natural environment and to agricultural lands that do not conform to the
community plan. Impacts of this alignment will have greater potential
impacts to high value aquatic and riparian forest resources and threatened
and endangered species than an alignment that would follow 1-15
(Attachments B, C, D, and E).

The Rainbow Community Planning Group believes the best alignment is on
or under the I-15 freeway through the Rainbow community (Attachment A).
The route we propose would enter a tunnel on the west side of 1-15 just
south of Highway 79 (Temecula Pkwy) in Temecula. The tunnel would
transition to the east side of the corridor just north of the Old Highway 395
and 5™ Street intersection and continue to follow the corridor until the area
of the Old Highway 395 and Reche Road intersection. Here the tunnel
would pass back under I-15 with the south end of the tunnel on the side of a
hill on the west side of I-15. The route would continue to follow on the west
side of I-15 in order to avoid the highly sensitive habitat areas on the east
side of I-15 (Attachment B, C, D, and E) which are pre-approved take and
preserve areas. The route would be elevated over the San Luis Rey River
in order to minimize impacts on the environmentally sensitive areas in this



area. South of the San Luis Rey River the route would enter another
tunnel just west of Old Highway 395 due to the I-15 grade. Grades along
our proposed route should be iess than 2% and the radius of the turns
should have minimal impact upon potential speed of the train.

This route along the I-15 corridor would have the least impacts upon human
and natural habitats in the Rainbow area while still providing the objectives

of the High Speed Rail.

* The water table is very high in the Rainbow area. Changes to the water
table will result in impacts upon trees and endangered and threatened
species that utilize those forested areas. Changes to Rainbow Creek,
ground settling, loss of drinking and irrigation water, and place a pressure
for high density housing in Rainbow that is not compatible with the
community plan. The route under or near I-15 most likely has the least

impact,

o Effects the rail will have on property values in the community of Rainbow if
the route diverts from the 115 corridor.

+ The potential impacts the route will have on the existing aqueducts, natural
gas facility, and high power transmission lines along the proposed route
through the community of Rainbow.

Representatives of the Rainbow Community Planning Group can meet with you for
any clarifications needed. Please contact me at address or phone number below.

Cc: Michael J. Zdon HNTB
l.eann Carmicael DPLU

Curtis Nicolaisen
Seat 6 RCPG

1934 Rice Canyon Rd
Falibrook, CA 92028
760.723.9247

Jim Anderson

Chair RCPG

7432 Rainbow Heights Rd.
Fallbrook, CA 82028

760 723 3939
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Kris Livingston

From: Craig Balben {clbalben@yahoo.com]
Sent: Thursday, November 18, 2009 10:18 AM
To: HSR Comments

Cc: clbatben@yahoo.com

Subject: LA-SD HST Section via the Inland Empire
Attachments: hstnopnoi111908.PDF

Dear Mr. Leaviti,

Attached please find comments from the Sabre Springs Planning Group {city of San Diego) in regards tc issues and
concerns that should be addressed in the high speed rail, LA to San Diego section, EIR/EIS.

Thank you for the opportunity to submit our concerns and items that we believe need to be addressed in the LA-SD
section of the EIR/EIS.

A hard copy of the letter will be mailed to your office today.
Sincerely,

Craig Balben
Chair, Sabre Springs Planning Group



Sabre Springs

Sabre Sprinsge
B igrer i g Growyy

November 19, 2009

Mr. Dan Leavitt

ATIN: LA-SD HST Project EIR/EIS
925 L Street, Suite 1425

Sacramento, CA 95814

Subject: Comments Regarding the NOP/NOI for the L.A-SD HST Section via the
Inland Empire

Dear Mr. Leavitt:

The Sabre Springs Planning Group (SSPG) is an officially recognized community planning
group in the City of San Diego. Our purpose is to advise the San Diego City Council,
Planning Commission, and other decision-makers on development projects, general or
community plan amendments, rezonings, and public facilities. We are particularly interested
in projects that could adversely affect the residents of Sabre Springs. The proposal to
construct, operate, and maintain a high speed rail line through the Interstate 15 (I-15) corridor
within the City of San Diego is of particular interest to the SSPG because as currently
proposed, the Los Angeles to San Diego segment of the high speed train will traverse the
western edge of the Sabre Springs community. The proximity of the proposed alignment to
residential development, the potential need to condemn private properties to accommodate
the new line because the existing freeway right-of-way in this area is extremety limited, the
impacts to existing transportation facilities, and the adverse effects related to noise, visual
guality, aesthetics, and community character are all of concern not only for Sabre Springs,
but also for the other planned communities that border the 1-15 corridor to the north and
south including Rancho Bernardo, Rancho Penasquitos, Carmel Mountain Ranch, Mira
Mesa, and Scripps Ranch.

In reviewing the Notice of Intent (NOI) that was published in the Federal Register and the
Notice of Preparation (NOP) that was provided on your website, we are unable to find any
details regarding the proposed project that were not already provided as part of the
programmatic Environmental Impact Report (EIR)/Environmental Impact Statement (EIS)
prepared in 2004. The SSPG previously did not provide comments about programmatic

EIR/EIS.

Both the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) and the National Environmental
Policy Act (NEPA) provide guidance on when and how scoping should be conducted prior to
preparing environmental documentation. The CEQA Guidelines state that a Notice of
Preparation should provide sufficient information describing the project and the potential



environmental effects to allow for a meaningful response. At a minimum, the NOP should
provide adequate details about the project to enable the public to understand how the project
could affect the environment. Section 1501.7(a) of the Council on Environmental Quality
Regulations for Implementing NEPA states that as part of the scoping process “the lead
agency shall determine the scope and the significant issues to be analyzed in depth in the
environmental impact statement.” Section 1501.7(b) indicates that scoping meetings are
often appropriate “when the impacts of a particular action are confined to specific sites;” and
Section 1501.7(c) states that “an agency shall revise the determinations made under
paragraphs (a) and (b) if substantial changes are made later in the proposed action, or if
significant new circumstances or information arise which bear on the proposal or its

impacts.”

Until an alignment within the I-15 corridor is proposed and adequate engineering plans are
available to describe how the rail line will be constructed next to Sabre Springs, it is
impossible for the community to identify all of the relevant issues that could impact the
community. Instead, we are forced to provide a laundry list of probable impacts that may or
may not be relevant to the final proposal. We therefore request that the public be given a
formal opportunity to provide additional scoping comments once the 15 percent
engineering drawings are available for review and comment. In the meantime, the SSPG
is providing a number of general concerns that will need to be expanded upon when more
specific project details are made available for review. These concerns are outlined below.

Project Alternatives
The Council on Environmental Quality describes the alternatives section as the heart of the

EIS. As such, the alternatives presented in an EIS should be reasonable and impiementable,
must be given equal treatment, and must provide clear choices for the decisionmaker.
Similarly, the CEQA Guidelines in Section 15126.6 state that an EIR shall consider a
reasonable range of potentially feasible alternatives that will foster informed decisionmaking
and public participation. Because an EIR must identify ways to mitigate or avoid the
significant effects that a project may have on the environment (Public Resources Code
Section 21002.1), the discussion of alternatives is required to focus on alternatives to the
project design or its location which are capable of avoiding or substantially lessening any
significant effects of the project, even if these alternatives would impede to some degree the
attainment of the project objectives, or would be more costly.

Alternative Alignment. We believe that the programmatic EIR/EIS did not provide an
adequate evaluation of a coastal route alternative and therefore this alternative should be
considered again in the current draft EIR/EIS. In addition, even if the coastal route is
ultimately identified as an alternative that was considered but dismissed from further
consideration, the draft EIR/EIS should include a comparison of the environmental and fiscal
costs and benefits of a coastal alignment and an inland alignment that foliows the I-15
corridor.

Alternative Designs. The draft EIR/EIS should evaluate a variety of construction options,
including: a) maximizing the length of rail line that is undergrounded in areas where sensitive
noise receptors occur in proximity to the alignment and/or elevated lines would adversely
affect the visual character of the community, such as the area between Lake Hodges and Los




Penasquitos Canyon; b) minimizing the need for condemnation of private lands by
incorporating the alignment into the existing right-of-way; and ¢) minimizing the length and
height of elevated sections of the line where significant adverse impacts to visual quality
could result, such as between SR-56 and Poway Road. Additional design options may also
be apparent once details regarding the proposed alignment are provided for review.

Project Description
Section 15124 of the CEQA Guidelines requires an EIR to describe a proposed project in a

way that will be meaningful to the public and to the decisionmakers. Normally, a
preliminary engineering design of 30 percent is provided before a draft EIR is developed to
evaluate potential effects. The NOP/NOI indicates that only a 15 percent design level will be
provided for this draft EIR/EIS. It is imperative that the project description provided in the
draft EIR/EIS be of sufficient detail to allow the affected communities and the
decisionmakers to grasp the magnitude of the impacts that could resuit from the
implementation of this project. Additionally, the design details must be specific enough to
ensure the preparation of a meaningful and effective Mitigation, Monitoring, and Reporting

Program, as required by CEQA.

Existing Conditions/Project Setting

The discussion of existing conditions in the programmatic EIR/EIS was far too generic and
did not provide adequate information about the project setting and existing community
character to allow for a comprehensive analysis of environmental consequences, even at the
programmatic level. The proposed project-specific EIR/EIS will require an extensive review
and detailed description of the existing conditions within the project’s area of potential effect.
The affected area will be different depending upon the topic being addressed. For instance,
water quality impacts must consider the east-west watersheds, such as the San Dieguito River
and Los Penasquitos Canyon watersheds, that the proposed alignment will cross. To evaluate
the impacts of the project on visual quality will require the identification of specific
viewsheds. This is particularly important in Sabre Springs, where much of the area in the
western portion of the community has views of the I-15 corridor. The transportation
facilities and general traffic circulation within each community along the I-15 corridor varies
depending upon the size and location of the roads that feed onto the freeway and the mix of
uses within the community. This information will be important in evaluating impacts to
traffic circulation during project construction, as well as the long term effects of the rail line
on existing transportation features such as carpool lanes, transit stations, and park and ride

facilities.

Other important information that must be included in the existing conditions discussion is the
proximity of residential development and public parks to the proposed rail line, as well as the
significant natural open space areas, such as the Lake Hodges/San Pasqual Valley area,
Green Valley Creek, and Los Penasquitos Canyon, all of which would have to be crossed by

the proposed rail line.

Environmental Impact Analysis
Construction Related Impacts. The residents of Sabre Springs have endured years of
construction on the I-15 corridor. This ongoing construction affects air quality; increases




noise, particularly at night; causes traffic congestion on the freeway and surface street
congestion during freeway closures; and results in the replacement of green vegetation with
concrete. Construction of a new rail line within the freeway corridor will result in similar
impacts, all of which should be addressed in the draft EIR/EIS. The potential for full
freeway closures, particularly at night should be disclosed, and adequate mitigation measures
should be included to reduce air quality, noise, and traffic congestion impacts to below a
level of significance.

Impacts to Existing Transportation Facilities. The portion of the 1-15 corridor that extends
from State Route 78 in Escondido to State Route 163 in San Diego is currently being
upgraded to accommodate carpool and high occupancy vehicle traffic. Special elevated
access ramps are being constructed to provide buses with dedicated access to transit stations;
existing bridges are being reconstructed, some for the second time, to accommodate the
expanded carpool lanes, and much of the existing right-of-way within this portion of the I-15
corridor is now covered in concrete with little if any room for additional facilities.

The draft EIR/EIS should describe how these new facilities could be impacted by rail line
construction. Which facilities would have to be removed, relocated, or retrofitted?
According to SANDAG, more than $280 million dollars of the funds being used to
implement the current transportation improvements along the 1-15 corridor are Transnet
funds, funds that are generated by the residents of San Diego County through the collection
of a one-half cent sales tax. The draft EIR/EIS should include a detailed evaluation of how
the construction and operation of the proposed rail line could impact the Transnet funded
facilities. Adequate mitigation including reimbursement for any loss of facilities funded with
Transnet dollars should be address in the document.

Impacts to Visual Quality, Aesthetics, and Community Character, Factors such as the height
of proposed structures, design, color, visibility and placement within the viewshed, and
proximity to other structures should all be considered in evaluating the impacts of the project
on visual quality aesthetics, and community character. The impacts during construction may
be different than those occurring after project completion. The document should include
photo simulations that illustrate the visibility of facility from various parts of the community
and the effects the facilities could have on existing open space areas such as Lake Hodges,
Battie Mountain, Van Dam Peak, and Los Penasquitos Canyon.

Requirements for night lighting should also be addressed. The need for and potential effects,
if any, of night lighting associated with the proposed rail line shouid also be addressed.
Increases in Ambicnt Noise Levels. The document must describe the anticipated noise
impacts to sensitive receptors, such as schools, homes, and businesses, along the proposed
alignment, particularly in areas where the system would be elevated. A comprehensive noise
analysis should be conducted that takes into consideration the existing elevations of sensitive
receptors and the proximity of the line to these receptors, as well as the existing and future
noise levels generated from within the I-15 corridor. Noise levels at night will have a greater
impact on adjacent residents; therefore, noise impacts that are averaged over a 24 hour period
will not provide an adequate evaluation of potential noise impacts to adjacent residential

areas,



The cumulative effect of all the noise generated within the I-15 corridor must be considered,
as should any discernable differences in the type of noise generated by high speed trains,
such as differences in pitch that could impact residents differently than standard noise
generated by tires on the roadway. The draft EIR/EIS will also have to provide detailed
information regarding how noise impacts would be mitigated, particularly where elevated
tracks would be too high to construct sound walls or other noise reducing structures.

Impacts related to vibration during construction, as well as during project operation, should
also be addressed.

Soil Related Impacts. There are a number of ancient landslides and slide prone clay
formations along the 1-15 corridor. The draft EIR/EIS should address the potential effects of
existing soil problems on the proposed alignment. An evaluation of the potential effect of
increased vibration in areas with known soil problems should aiso be included.

Mitigation Measures
The draft EIR/EIS should include a draft Mitigation, Monitoring, and Reporting Program that

describes the measures that will be incorporated into the project to reduce impacts to below a
level of significance and establishes responsibility for each measure in order to ensure that all
of the proposed mitigation will be implemented.

Provided above is our initial list of potential effects that we believe must be addressed in the
draft EIR/EIS. These comments are based on the limited information available regarding the
ultimate design of the rail line through our community. As stated previously, we request the
opportunity to provide additional comments, prior to the release of the draft environmental
document, when site specific project details are available for our area. 'We appreciate this
opportunity to provide comments and request that we be contacted as new information about

the project is made available.

Sincerely,

Craig Balben, Chair
Sabre Springs Planning Group

ce: San Diego City Councilman Carl DeMaio
San Diego County Supervisor Pam Slater-Price
State Assemblyman Nathan Fletcher, 75th District
State Senator Dennis Hollingsworth, 36th District
Congressman Duncan D. Hunter, 52nd District
1J.8. Senator Barbara Boxer
U.S. Senator Dianne Feinstein
SANDAG, Regional Transportation Planning



Kris Livingston

From: melhintor@sbeglobal.net

Sent: Thursday, November 19, 2009 9:43 AM
To: HSR Comments

Subject: LA-SD-HST Section via the inland Empire
Attachments: ST comment letter.doc

Mr. Dan Leavitt:

Attached are the comments from the San Diego Audubon Society regarding the Aliernative Analysis for the High-Speed
Train segment between Los Angeles and San Diegoe.

Thank you for considering these comments.

Mel Hinton
San Diego Audubon Society
858 454-6550 (h)



of bivds, other wildlife and their hebitals.

November 17, 2009

Mr. Dan Leavitt, Deputy Director
California High-Speed Rail Authority
Attn: Los Angeles to San Diego

Via the Inland Empire Section EIR/EIS
025 . Street, Suite 1425

Sacramento, CA 95814

Dear Mr. Leavitt:

The San Diego Audubon Society appreciates the opportunity to provide our input during
the scoping process of the proposed High-Speed Train System (HST) Alternative
Analysis (AA) study. We support the concept of HST and the many advantages it offers
in terms of reduced environmental impacts as a mode of transportation. However, we
do have concerns about station locations and routes in the San Diego area.

Routes
The Alternatives Analysis applicability section states that “reasonable, practicable and

feasible alternatives” will be identified and studied in depth. Furthermore, the standard
EPA reguirement of evaluating the Least Environmentally Damaging Practicable
Alternatives will be used. Yet in the programs presented to the public, the discussion of
the 1-15 to Qualcomm Stadium alternative is hardly mentioned. The draft Los Angeles to
San Diego HST alignment map handed out doesn’t even show this route as an
alternative even though this route was one of three alternatives evaluated in the current
EIR/EIS. In fact, the Qualcomm Stadium site was rated superior to the other alternatives
in terms of miles of track, speed, time, cost and ridership.

One point that shouid be clarified is the need to tunnel throughout the Miramar MCAS
area if the 1-15 corridor alternative is used. Why is extensive tunneling necessary along
I-15 except at the 1-15 and Highway 52 interchange? s the cost of tunneling under
Miramar MCAS a major factor in the total cost of this route ($1.28 B)? The I-15 to
Qualcomm Stadium route needs to be included as an alternative in the EIR/EIS given its
significant advantages over the other alternatives.

The potential environmental impacts Rose and San Clemente Canyons should be fully
analyzed for the alternative routes from i-15 to I-5, including the undisturbed areas on
Miramar MCAS just east of I-805. Especially important are wetlands and vernal pools.

Stations
Qualcomm station needs to be fully evaluated as one of the alternatives. Given the real

possibility that the Chargers may relocate to downtown San Diego or elsewhere, this

$58-273-7800 » 4010 Morena Blvd., Suite 100, San Diego, QQCA 92117 « Fax 858-273-7801 » www.sandicgoaudubon.org



site has great potential as a major intermodal transportation hub. It's located at the
intersection of two freeways and the light rail line. Most importantly, it's centered in the
middie of San Diego population and the area’s largest concentration of retail
businesses. In evaluating the environmental impacts of a Qualcomm station, particular
attention must be paid to the San Diego River and its floodplain. A number of
improvements along the river, including parkland designation and a trail system, are

planned.

Light-rail express trains from Qualcomm station to the airport and Santa Fe Depot
should be considered in the Alternative Analysis. Currently there is a train change at Old
Town for people coming from Mission Valley, but a nonstop train is planned in the near
future. This improved service should be considered in the study.

In addition to other listed criteria, the Alternative Analysis should evaluate the station
alternatives as to how they best serve the transportation needs of all San Diegans. The
effectiveness of each alternative in reducing surface traffic congestion and in reducing
the number of airline passenger delay hours at Lindbergh must be explained. The
public presentations of the HST program indicated that 2.15 million passenger hours
would be saved if the HST is built, but the difference between the alternatives was not

covered.

Lindbergh station is the alternative touted as an intermodal hub, but it is illogical that this
location would reduce air travel at Lindbergh or provide the best ridership on the HST.
Connectivity is important, but it must be connectivity people will actually use and that
means it must be convenient. If the HST is to be competitive with north bound air
transportation and automobiles, the HST stations should be located where they are
most convenient for most travelers. Would most San Diegans be more likely to travel to
Lindbergh or directly to a Qualcomm Stadium station in order to take the HST train
north? The answer to this question must be explained.

San Diego Audubon believes in the HST as an efficient and environmentally superior
mode of transportation. It also believes that the Alternatives Analysis should include a
Qualcomm Stadium station with a light rail express train connection to the airport and
downtown. We urge that this alternative and the I-15 to I-5 alternatives be given a full
and fair analysis in the EIR/EIS.

In case of questions or follow-up, | can be reached at 858 454-6550 or
melhinton@sbcglobal.net.

Respectfully,

Mel Hinton
Past President



Thank you for attending today’s meeting. The scoping process is designed to provide the public and
governmental agencies the opportunity to help identify the scope of issues to be studied in depth during
the preparation of the Environmental Impact Report/ Environmental Impact Statement. Scoping allows the
public to become involved at the beginning of the EIR/EIS process. Please take a few minutes to provide
your comments. Please return comments to the California High-Speed Rail Authority by November 20,
2009 (return address is on the reverse side of this form).
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Kris Livingston

From: Bill Babcock [wadlrm@pacbell.net]

Sent: Thursday, November 12, 2009 9:37 AM

To: HSR Comments

Subject: High Speed Rail (HSR) services in San Diego County

Mr. Dan Leavitt, Deputy Director
ATTN: HST Project EIR/EIS
California High-Speed Rail Authority
925 L Street, Suite 1425

Sacramento, CA 95814

Dear Mr. Leavitt,

San Diego Canyonlands (SDCL) does not oppose the concept and goals of High Speed Rail (HSR) services in San Diego
County.

However, we do oppose any route, which goes through Rose Canyon, Rose Creek, Carroll Canyon, San Clemente Canyon
or any other canyon or creek with substantial natural open space and the associated negative impacts. These include
negative impacts on water quality, habitat for wildlife the Multiple Species Conservation Program, noise, and recreational
and educational opportunities in nature for urban residents. Another example of the wildlife impacts that would result is
the restriction of wildlife movement caused by a twelve-foot-high fence, which is plan for the full length of the track.

We request that the HSR Authority conduct a full project-level analysis of the I-15 route to Qualcomm Stadium as a
preferred alternative in their project level EIR/EIS. In the Program EIR, this route that was found to have higher projected
intercity ridership, less cost, less noise impact, fewer visual and aesthetic impacts. This route is shorter and faster with
higher train speeds.

SDCL remains open to other alternatives that avoid negative impacts to our precious remaining open space resources

including undergrounding solutions. For example, if the 1-5 corridor route, which chosen, continue the planned
undergrounding from UTC to the median strip of the I-5 and continue from there on an elevated guide-way.

Sincerely, William Babcock

The Friends of Chellas Creel and Sievia Cluk

Friends

L BEGESOSE R

of Chollas Creek

-3




Kris Livingston

From: Eric Bowlby [savewetlands@cox.net]

Sent: Friday, November 20, 2009 6:58 AM

To: HSR Comments

Subject: From San Diego Canyonlands, LA-SD HST Section via Inland Empire
Attachments: HSRIletterNov2009. pdf

Mr. Dan Leavitt, Deputy Director November 19, 2009

ATTN: HST Project EIR/EIS
California High-Speed Rail Authority
025 L Street, Suite 1425

Sacramento, CA 95814

Email to: comments(@hst.ca.gov

Mr. Leavitt,

Please include the attached document in the scoping comments for this project reference num ber:
LA-SD HST Section via Inland Empire

Thank you,

Sincerely,

Eric Bowlby

San Diego Canyonlands, (SDCL)

Executive Director

619-284-9399

eric@sdcanyonlands.org
www.sdcanyonlands.org




Riwas  San Diego Canyonlands

CANYONLANDS ¢ 3552 Bancroft Street San Diego, CA 92104 ¢ 619-284-9399 ¢

Mr. Dan Leavitt, Deputy Director November 19, 2009
ATTN: HST Project EIR/EIS

California High-Speed Rail Authority

925 L Street, Suite 1425

Sacramento, CA 95814

Email to: comments@hsr.ca.gov

Re: LA-SD HST Section via Inland Empire
Dear Mr. Leavitt,

The Mission of San Diego Canyonlands is to promote, protect and restore the natural habitats in San
Diego County canyons and creeks by fostering education and ongoing community involvement in
stewardship and advocacy, and by collaborating with other organizations.

San Diego Canyonlands does not oppose the concept and goals of High Speed Rail (HSR) services in
San Diego County.

However, we do oppose any route which goes through Rose Canyon, Rose Creek, Carroll Canyon, San
Clemente Canyon or any other canyon or creek with substantial natural open space and the associated
negative impacts. These include negative impacts on water quality, habitat for wildlife, the Multiple
Species Conservation Program preserve areas, noise, and recreational and educational opportunities in
nature for urban residents. Another example of the wildlife impacts that would result is the restriction of
wildlife movement caused by a twelve-foot-high fence that is planned for the full length of the track.

We request that the HSR Authority conduct a full project-level analysis of the I-15 route to Qualcomm
Stadium as a preferred alternative in their project level EIR/EIS. In the Program EIR, this route was found
to have higher projected intercity ridership, less cost, less noise impact, and fewer visual and aesthetic
impacts. This route is shorter and faster with higher train speeds.

San Diego Canyonlands remains open to other alternatives that avoid negative impacts to our precious
remaining open space resources including undergrounding solutions. For example, if the I-5 corridor
route is chosen, continue the planned undergrounding from UTC to the median strip of the I-5 and
continue from there on an elevated guide-way.

Sincerely,

/l
Eric Bowlby
Executive Director

San Diego Canyonlands
eric(@sdcanyonlands.org

CANYONS -SAN DIEGO’S THIRD DIMENSION



Kris Livingston

From: Carolyn Chase [cdchase@sdearthiimes. net]
Sent: Thursday, November 19, 2009 8:39 PM

To: HSR Comments

Subject: LA-SD-HST Section

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the proposals and impacts related to CA High
Speed Rail projects.

These comments are specifically for the segments being planned for San Diego County.

I reguest that the HSR Authority conduct a full project-level analysis of the I-15 route to
Qualcomm Stadium as a preferred alternative in their project level EIR/EIS. In the Program
EIR, this route was found to have higher projected intercity ridership, less cost, less noise
impact, fewer visual and aesthetic impacts, and to be shorter and faster, with higher train

speeds.

Since HSR is attempting to be an alternative to air travel, and as transit it is more
important that it go to locations that are highly transit-connected. Since the real
destination is downtown and not the airport, going at Qualcomm makes more sense where people
can transfer easily to local options - or continuing down to 94 and then to move into

downtown. This route is more direct.

I object to any route which goes through Rose Canyon, Rose Creek, Carroll Canyon, San
Clemente Canyon or any other canyon or creek with substantial natural open space.

These include negative impacts on water quality, habitat for wildlife, the Multiple Species
Conservation Program, noise, and recreational and educational opportunities in nature for
urban residents. Another example of the wildlife impacts that would result is the
restriction of wildlife movement caused by a twelve-foot-high fence that is planned for the

full length of the track.

Please analyze alternatives that avoid negative impacts to our precious remaining open space
resources including undergrounding sclutions.

For example, if the I-5 corridor route is chosen, stay underground from UTC until you could
rise up out of the hillside and go into an elevated section in the median strip of the I-5.
To state as the programmatic EIR does - that because there is an existing rail line
established more than century ago and therefore that even more impacts should go there - is
folly. At the time this rail line was put in, there was no environmental review so this
fundamental premise is completely flawed.

The EIR should consider eqgually the road-transportation corridors and not the existing rail
line that is constrained, goes through significant canyons, creeks and wetlands and would
also require significant private property takings and cause significant environmental

impacts.

Or stay underground the entire way into downtown. High Speed Rail - especially with the
frequent services your Business Plan currently calls for - is incompatible with at-grade
setting in dense urban areas. The noise impacts from I-5 are already having negative impacts
on neighborhoods. Frequent train service could negatively impact home values.

Your EIR must also answer what is the route with respect to other regional transportation
planning, specifically for the mid-coast light rail. The cumulative impacts of noise need to

be taken seriously.
1



Carolyn Chase
2511 lLoring St.
San Diego CA 92109



Kris Livingston

From: Carolyn Chase {cdchase@sdearthtimes.net]
Sent: Thursday, November 19, 2009 8:38 PM

To: HSR Comments

Subject: LA-SD-HST Section

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the proposals and impacts related to CA High Speed Rail
projects.

These comments are specifically for the segments being planned for San Diego County.

[ request that the HSR Authority conduct a full project-level analysis of the I-15 route to Qualcomm Stadium as
a preferred alternative in their project level EIR/EIS. In the Program EIR, this route was found to have higher
projected intercity ridership, less cost, less noise impact, fewer visual and aesthetic impacts, and to be shorter
and faster, with higher train speeds.

Since HSR is attempting to be an alternative to air travel, and as transit it 1s more important that 1t go to
locations that are highly transit-connected. Since the real destination is downtown and not the airport, going at
Qualcomm makes more sense where people can transfer easily to local options - or continuing down to 94 and
then to move into downtown. This route is more direct.

I object to any route which goes through Rose Canyon, Rose Creek, Catroll Canyon, San Clemente Canyon or
any other canyon or creek with substantial natural open space.

These include negative impacts on water quality, habitat for wildlife, the Multiple Species Conservation
Program, noise, and recreational and educational opportunities in nature for urban residents. Another example
of the wildlife impacts that would result is the restriction of wildlife movement caused by a twelve-foot-high
fence that is planned for the full length of the track.

Please analyze aliernatives that avoid negative impacts to our precious remaining open space resources
including undergrounding solutions.

For example, if the [-5 corridor route is chosen, stay underground from UTC until you could rise up out of the
hillside and go into an elevated section in the median strip of the I-5. To state as the programmatic EIR does -
that because there is an existing rail line established more than century ago and therefore that even more
impacts should go there - is folly. At the time this rail line was put in, there was no environmental review so this
fundamental premise is completely flawed.

The EIR should consider equally the road-transportation corridors and not the existing rail line that is
constrained, goes through significant canyons, creeks and wetlands and would also require significant private
property takings and cause significant environmental impacts.

Or stay underground the entire way into downtown. High Speed Rail - especially with the frequent services
your Business Plan currently calls for - is incompatible with at-grade setting in dense urban areas. The noise
impacts from I-5 are already having negative impacts on neighborhoods. Frequent train service could negatively
impact home values,

Your EIR must also answer what is the route with respect to other regional transportation planning, specifically
for the mid-coast light rail. The cumulative impacts of noise need to be taken seriously.

1
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2511 Loring St.
San Diego CA 92109



Thank you for attending today’s meeting. The scoping process is designed to provide the public and
sovernmental agencies the opportunity to help identify the scope of issues to be studied in depth during
the preparation of the Environmental [mpact Report/Envi ronmental Impact Statement. 5coping allows the
public tc become involved at the beginning of the EIR/EIS process. blaase take a few minutes to provide
your comments. Please return comments to the California High-Speed Rail Authority by Wovember 20,
7009 (return address is on the reverse side of this form).
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Thark you for your participation in this important process. You may drop off your completed comment sheetin a
comment box or with any High-Speed Train team member, mail, or send via e-mail with subject line “LA-SD H5T
Section via the Inland Empire” to cormments@hsr.ca.gov. In addition, comments may also be submitted verbally to
the court reporter today. All comments must be submitted no later than Nevember 20, Z009.
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Kris Livingston

From: Jim Youngs [Jim.Youngs@towill.com]
Sent: Friday, October 16, 2008 9:34 AM

To: HSR Comments

Subject: LA-SD-HST Section via the Inland Empire
Attachments: MX-2600N_20091016_0982750.pdf

PLEASE SEND ANY UP DATES TO MY E-MAIL ADDRESS CR REGULAR MAIL.
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REPORTER'S TRANSCRIPT OF PUBLIC SCOPING MEETING
CALIFORNIA HIGH-SPEED TRAIN SYSTEM

LAWRENCE FAMILY JEWISH COMMUNITY CENTER

TUESDAY, OCTOBER 13, 2009

LA JOLLA, CALIFORNIA

Reported by: Mirosalva Olguin, CSR No. 12959

Peterson Reporting, Video & Litigation Services



REPORTER'S TRANSCRIPT OF PUBLIC SCOPING MEETING,
commencing at Lawrence Family Jewish Community Center,
4126 Executive Drive, La Jolla, California, on Tuesday,
October 13, 2009, at 3:00 p.m., before Mirosalva Olguin,

Certified Shorthand Reporter No. 12959 for the State of
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California.

INDEHX
SPEAKERS: PAGE
John M. Roberts - Resident 4
Maria I. Santos - Resident 5
P. Gretchen Nell - Resident 6
Jacqueline L. Parker - Resident 7
Alison Barton - Resident 9
Audrey Mitchell - Resident 10
Nancy Guy - Resident 11
Janay Kruger - Resident 11
Anna Giacconi - Resident 13
Aaron Konvisser - Resident 13
Ernie Lippe, M.D. - Resident 14
Sandra Lippe - Resident 16
Peggy L. Daly - Resident 17
Jim Treadway - Resident 19
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LA JOLLA, CALIFORNIA, TUESDAY, OCTOBER 13, 2009

JOHN M. ROBERTS - RESIDENT: As a longtime
resident of San Diego, and retired hotel manager, I was
responsible for opening up the first hotel in
Mission Bay, and today it continues to be very
successful, and it answered all of the environmental
issues. Then, again, in the '80s, as a hotel manager
for the Sheraton Corporation, I was responsible for the
team that won, successfully, the right to build the
hotel at Torrey Pines Golf Course.

We were able to present the architectural plan
that was extremely environmentally friendly, outbidding
some of the largest hotel operators in the world, from
Las Vegas, and my friendly competition, Del Coronado,
and several other hotels, and we did it through the
environmental aspects of showing how both can be
successful in planning an operation that is so sensitive
to the environment as building a hotel on the
Torrey Pines area, and the result is very successful,
today, up there. And I hope that what we're looking at,
at this public hearing involving the high-speed train,
which I, personally, am in favor of, a person that has
traveled in areas where it's been very successful, and I

want to see it happen in the San Diego County, but I am

Peterson Reporting, Video & Litigation Services



10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

definitely opposed of it going through Rose Canyon.

I'm at the age that I probably may not even be
here, living, when it's —-- if you are successful. But I
want my grandchildren to be able to enjoy Rose Canyon.
And in my humble way, I'd like to save the promises that
were made on the environmental issues involving
Rose Canyon, and I believe the large shopping center
seems to be very concerned about the environmental
issues of the area. I cannot buy into seeing the route
going through Rose Canyon.

We had always felt that it was —-- it was
environmental friendly to go on Highway 15 or across at
the Miramar exit, not through a sensitive area such as
Rose Canyon. And these are my concerns. And I actually
feel these are the promises that have been made to the
community. And I hope that you will continue to look
for alternative ways, as high electric poles, elevation,
are definitely detrimental to the Rose Canyon area.

MARIA I. SANTOS - RESIDENT: My name is Maria
Santos and I reside on Carroll Canyon Road, which, I
think, is the point of this project for now. And I'm
concerned about my condo —— or house, how it's going to
affect us. What's going to happen to our house? I'm
concerned about the market value once this happens.

And, I guess, that's it.

Peterson Reporting, Video & Litigation Services
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The relocation impact. I wanted to know more
about the relocation impact and the acquisition impact,
the land use issue and the loss of market value of my
condominium, because I'm right there by Carroll and
Miramar. I guess that's it. I just want to know what's
going to happen to us as the owner. Thank you.

P. GRETCHEN NELL - RESIDENT: The I-15 to

Qualcomm option should be fully studied in the

preparation of the DEIR —— I think we're doing a draft
today —-- for the high-speed rail route in San Diego
County.

Number 2, the proposed UTC/Rose Canyon option
should be discarded. This is an environmentally
sensitive area and ecologically a part of the MSCP and
an open space park in the San Diego Park/Preserve
System. The habitat and animal corridors would be
destroyed during construction. And when the rail line
is in place, it would be destroyed. There will be
unacceptable —-- unacceptable negative impacts to flora
and fauna, F-A-U-N-A.

Number 3, the Rose Canyon/UTC route goes
through a highly populated area where the tracks would
be very close to the homes. The noise pollution would
be unacceptable in this area because it's right next to

all these houses. Not my house, but still.

Peterson Reporting, Video & Litigation Services
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JACQUELINE L. PARKER — RESIDENT: I'm in favor
for the bullet train or high-speed rail, whatever you
call it. Anyway, I have —- as a taxpayer I want it to
be sited at a location that will have —-- you know,
have —-- will be effective without adversely affecting
the environment. I'm especially concerned about the
wildlife in Rose Canyon, which is a protected area, and
also —— but I feel that the I-15 corridor is the best
from many standpoints.

One, it meets your goal of connecting with
mass transit, because we already have an existing
trolley line that serves the county there. And I-15
could easily connect with the trolley, which could go
over to the airport and other parts of town and serve —-
better serve the people of South San Diego as well as
North San Diego.

We have a geology problem. In that the
geology of the area that is in the coastal region,
especially the I —— especially the area west of 805,
it's just compressed sand. It is not —— much of it does
not have the stability that the area east of the 805
has. It's what I've been told.

I have concerns about the geology of the area
that is west of 805 to the coast. We have, you know ——

because the vibration -- it's just compressed sand, most

Peterson Reporting, Video & Litigation Services
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of it is just compressed sand. And the vibration, and
other things involved, could be a problem. As far as
greater growth potential, these are all part of your
mission statement —-- of your goals, I should say. There
is far more area for growth near I-15 than there is
here. We are already one of the most highly -- or dense
areas in the whole United States. And there would be
greater area for growth, which is one of your goals, if
you had it farther inland.

There are more people that need —- that are
using the inland area for transportation that could use
a train such as this more effectively than use the
coastal area. Another thing you have is the tunnel.
This tunnel is supposed to be separated from existing
roads, and that sort of thing. The areas where you're
considering sending —-- some of the areas you're
considering sending it, the separation is —-- is just a
matter of being underneath the road, which still can
adversely affect the stability of that road.

This area is densely populated. Okay. The
University City area is densely populated and there are
also lots of scientific —-- scientific organizations that
have sensitive equipment, like the University of
California, Sorrento Valley and such, they have

sensitive equipment that could be adversely affected by
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ground movement and would be adversely affected by any
construction process as well. Of all of the
considerations, the environmental consideration, I feel,
is critical and the protection of wildlife of San Diego.

The environment is vanishing to, you know,
build roads, build various things, and I think we have
to protect the wildlife, especially in the Rose Canyon
area. There are only over 100 species now of animals
that thrive on the environment that's there. And it's a
delicate balance. Okay. Thank you.

The other thing, environmental and cultural,
in the process of doing this train, which is needed in
California, is really important that you do not
seriously adversely affect the cultural -- the community
culture and the environment in the process. The I-15
needs to be given serious consideration. I alluded to
that, but I think I need to make a stronger statement,
and I mentioned some of the reasons why.

There's area for growth there where there
isn't here. You know, like I said before, that's more
stable —— generally stable, from what I've read. I'm
not a geologist, but that's what I read.

ALTISON BARTON — RESIDENT: My name is
Alison Barton and I'm a resident of North University

City in a housing tract called Barcelona. And my
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concern about the high-speed rail is that it's going to
go through the canyon near our house. And the name of
that canyon is Rose Canyon.

I have a young daughter, and another one on
the way, and they use that space for playing. I feel
that a high-speed rail is a good idea, but I think it
would be better served continuing down the 15 corridor
or anywhere else that's not through Rose Canyon. Thank
you.

AUDREY MITCHELL - RESIDENT: My name is
Audrey Mitchell and my comment is —— I've personally
ridden on the ICE throughout Europe, the ICE trains.
And I think it would be our first step towards —-- going
towards becoming as technically as, like —— I feel that
they're ahead of us, and are technologically advanced in
their railroad system, and that would keep us up with
them.

Not only that, but it's very —- there's not
too many downsides to having a high-speed train
environmentally and just throughout California. I mean,
it's something that's been needed for a very long time.
And it would definitely solve a lot of issues with our
freeways —— how much money we're spending in our
freeways alone. Let alone — I'm trying to think of

what I want to say. Like, there's a very small downturn
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of it, basically; I personally am all for it.

NANCY GUY - RESIDENT: My name is Nancy Guy.
And I'm 100 percent in favor of this project for
environmental reasons, anything to get people out of
their cars. And I've had experience riding high-speed
trains in Asia. And it's embarrassing that we're so far
behind. 1It's time to catch up. Go green. And that's
that.

JANAY KRUGER — RESIDENT: I'm the chairman of
the University City Planning Group and we're in very
early stages of studying the alignment. And we would
like you to very seriously consider the I-15 alignment
to Qualcomm Transit Center as one of the preferred
alternatives. And then from that transit center, they'd
make a connection by the trolley to Lindbergh Field.
Your previous program level EIR, in 2005, showed that
route; so we want to keep it.

The second thing is we're really worried about
noise and vibration. We've computed that there's 134
trains a day. And we're really worried about the peak
hours and the impact on the residences, the high school,
and Rose Canyon Park. And then we'd like you to avoid
Rose Canyon Park. It is our only, like, urban open
space in the area, and we have wildlife corridor,

habitat, et cetera.
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The community is really worried about tunnels.
We talked about tunnels 150 feet underground. And so
they want to know what the feasibility is, the cost, the
construction impact from excavation, how many trucks,
soil stability, where does the tunnel begin, where does
it end, and where would the platforms be for the tunnel,
to get in and out on the train.

And then the next points are visual. The
visual of the catenary poles. The catenary poles, you
know, are the big wires —- electrical wires that it runs
on. And then around them you have 12-feet high
chain-link fences and you'll have a lot of retaining
walls around the entrance and exit to the tunnel. So
we're worried about the visible.

The parking. The additional parking
necessary, at the UTC Station, increased traffic and the
impact of the storage and maintenance stations at 805
and La Jolla Village Drive. And, apparently, those
maintenance stations are for the entire section from
L.A. to San Diego; so they're fairly large.

And just, in general, we don't believe that
the UTC Transit Center has the same attraction as
Lindbergh Field and Ontario Airport, Escondido and
Qualcomm. We're more of a shopping, working, medical,

residential area. We're not a tourist designation —-
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destination; so I would like you to include those in the
comments. Thank you.

ANNA GIACCONI - RESIDENT: The proposed run
through Rose Canyon should be reviewed and, in my
opinion, an alternative route found for the following
reasons:

One, noise from the increased number of
trains, not to mention the vibration damage that can be
caused on delicate ridges. Two, Rose Canyon is a park
with wildlife. This would be completely ruined by
additional traffic. Three, increased people traffic.
Our city is a residential/business area, not a tourist
area. Four, construction of the wires and large poles,
fences, et cetera, will seriously hurt the scenery and
visual beauty of the area.

Five, reopen the I-15 corridor from Miramar
down to Qualcomm Transit station. This makes much more
sense, because that was originally proposed. Six,
considering how fragile our area is, where are the
feasibility studies concerning tunnels and having them
built, and, finally, where are the trains going to be
stored. A large area is going to be needed for
unsightly storage. That's it.

AARON KONVISSER - RESIDENT: My name is

Aaron Konvisser. And I'm very excited about the
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prospect of high-speed rail. However, I have some
concerns.

Number one, I believe that we need to have
stations at San Diego and L.A. airports, long term. A
path to —— a path that also connects San Francisco is
needed. Not linking the airports is, in my opinion, a
critical flaw. Number two, I am concerned about the
proposed path through Rose Canyon, in San Diego, near
University City. There is very high density of housing
in the area, and the train from the existing track in
Rose Canyon can already be heard through most of the
community, including Doyle Park and Doyle Elementary
School.

Rose Canyon, itself, also serves as a
community resource with trails and the fragile
ecosystem. A high-speed rail would divide the canyon,
making it inaccessible from both sides. Ideally, the
train should not appear above ground until it Jjoins
I-15. Number three, proposed location of University
Station should leverage existing parking from UTC mall.
And number four, please reconsider the I-15 corridor
routing. Thank you.

ERNIE LIPPE, M.D. — RESIDENT: Despite the
fact that voters have approved the HSR, I don't believe

that they have a realistic valuation about how much this
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is really going to cost. For example, Amtrak has been
underwritten by federal taxes for over 40 years. It has
yet to show a profit. The demand for HSR is not there.
If you look at existing trains and buses, the majority
of them that pass you on the street are 90 percent
vacant. There isn't a demand for this.

Once the train is built and the railway is
there, you cannot unbuild it. There's no way that you
can recover the cost. It will ruin —- if placed, it
will ruin the Rose Canyon natural habitat. Rose Canyon
has also a severe seismological fault, earthquake
potential. You don't want to be digging 150 feet below
the surface of the pre-existing land in order to put a
tunnel for a train.

The frequency of the trains will produce
intolerable noise pollution. It's estimated that up to
134 per day will pass through this area. Overhead wires
will be utilized for the electrical source. This is in
contrast to what is going on today, in the city, when
street wires for overhead telegraph poles are being put
below the ground; so we bury some wires and now we're
going to construct others for the train.

The cost cannot possibly be met by its usage.
If there is going to be a railway construction, it

should be placed down pre—-existing freeways such as
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I-15, Route 8, Interstate 5; for example, Chicago,
Illinois, which has got some of its main freeways next
to the elevated subway tracks in that particular area.

The proximity of HSR to pre-existing homes
will harmfully affect real estate values. Earlier
Rose Canyon studies, to place a passenger station there
showed that too few a number of people were riding to
justify the cost of even putting in a station. It was
found by the study that it would be cheaper for those
who would use the station to buy them each a
35,000-dollar car than it would be to construct the
station, which is largely going to stand vacant most of
the time.

The sprawling city villages of San Diego, with
its random geometrics, is not dictated either. There is
no —— literally, no urban center to which the train can
take people since employment skirts the entire county.
This cannot pay for itself. Thank you.

SANDRA LIPPE — RESIDENT: Thank you for coming
to University City. I wish we could take you on a tour
of Rose Canyon, an escape to nature next to an urban
glass and concrete city to the north and our suburban
area to the south. I endorse the idea of high-speed
rail for travel. But I can tell you this, that

Rose Canyon isn't the route you need. You would be
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better served to pursue the I-15 corridor to Qualcomm
and do a full study and EIR of this choice.

Presently, Amtrak is a connection with histor
and fits into the Rose Canyon environment. High-speed
rail, with 134 trains a day, question mark, two new
high-speed rail tracks on the north side of existing
tracks, question mark, multiple overhead wires and larg
poles, question mark, a 12-foot high chain-link fence,
question mark, tunneling in an earthquake fault area,
question mark, 150 feet double-track tunnel, question
mark. You have to be kidding.

Think of high-speed rail on the I-15 corridor
rather than the winding route through Rose Canyon. It
will be faster, less expensive, with less noise impact
on the two-legged animals. We humans -- us humans,
excuse me, will be a perfect fit as Mission Valley
grows. The trolleys are already running to and through
Qualcomm. Rose Canyon is the best blood pressure
medicine to be found and it is free. Please don't be a
party to destroying it when you have a better choice on
route 15, a straighter shot to Qualcomm. Thank you.

PEGGY L. DALY - RESIDENT: I'm Peggy Daly.
I'm a resident of University City and been there for a
long time. And I've had to —— I've seen the community

change, and I understand there is a need for growth.
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That should also be tempered with ensuring that the
quality of life is maintained for those residents who
live there for specific reasons. And I am in favor of a
high-speed rail system. I think in the future, when gas
prices go through the roof, that this may be
economically feasible and necessary for people to change
their habits.

I do have a problem with a transfer point
being located in the UTC area for several reasons. One,
is that already our infrastructure is overloaded. This
would just add more problems to the existing area and
the existing problem. It does not make sense to have a
transfer point here because it is so close to the
station or to the terminals anyway. An intermediate
point that has the infrastructure would make far more
sense.

For example, Solana Beach Trolley Station.
That is a transfer point. Miramar, Qualcomm Stadium,
which may become defunct as the Chargers move out of it,
anyway. That would be an ideal place. Once again, it
is the quality of life for those who already live there.
We shouldn't suffer for the sake of transient population
just passing through. So, with that, I urge you to
reconsider the location. Thank you very much.

JIM TREADWAY — RESIDENT: I'm against having

Peterson Reporting, Video & Litigation Services
18



10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

the high-speed rail go through Rose Canyon because of ——
it's a natural state -- the power poles and the noise,
and all of that, unless it goes underground. Of course,
which then it doesn't matter. I think that's the basic
point. I live on the canyon itself. So I don't want to
look out on elevated wires and so forth. Thank you.

ANTHONY LYNCH - RESIDENT: I wanted to say
that T really think that the high-speed rail is an
outstanding idea. 1It's excellent. Basically, I believe
that California and the entire country is way overdue
for something like that. 1It's just —— because I know
that something like this actually was proposed back in
1976.

And, in fact, there was —- the Japanese
actually wanted to put it in between Los Angeles and San
Diego and a lot of the people along the I5 corridor
picked up murder over it and said that they —- said it
wasn't needed. And a lot of those people, actually,
were driving their cars instead. And at that time,
they, basically, wanted more lanes in the freeway
instead. And the thing is that that didn't really solve
the problem.

And that's, basically, why I certainly feel
very strongly that the high-speed rail is really needed

here in this country. Because I've seen —— I've been on
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the rail —- the Acela train back east, between Boston,
New York, and Washington D.C., and I found that it's
really, really comfortable. And it's just —-- even
though it's just a little bit faster than the regular
Amtrak trains, but still —— I mean, it's —— I mean, you
get on that thing and, I mean, it basically —-- you get
into places like Washington D.C. and Philadelphia, and
even Boston, Massachusetts, quicker than the regular
Amtrak trains.

And it's just —- and with this —— I know that
with the TGV and the train that actually operates
between London and Paris that —— I think it's either 320
or 350 mile trip in an hour and 20 minutes. And it's
incredibly fast. In fact, even when that started
running, within about a week the airlines, like British
Airways and British Midland Airways, that operated
airways between Heathrow and Gatwick to Charles de
Gaulle Airport and Paris Orly Airport in Paris, noticed
that there was a drastic reduction in the amount of
people flying.

Because the thing is, is that with this
high-speed rail that they have, it goes from the center
of one city right into the heart of —— the center of
another. So people don't have to take taxis or take

trains either to or from those airports. And it's —-
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and even Ireland, where I'm from, a lot of people take
the train rather than drive. And one of the reasons is
being high gas prices they have there. But the other
reason being is that it's more —— as well as, it's
quicker. 1It's noted in Dublin to have a light rail
system that connects the two main rail stations. It
connects Connolly Station, that takes all the trains
from Northern Ireland, with —-- with Heuston Station,
that takes all the trains from Southern Ireland as well.

And when they put in that light rail system,
it was a fabulous idea, what they did. And, eventually,
that light rail system is going to go all the way to
Dublin International Airport and the other end of
Dublin, so it will take —-- for people that work at
Dublin Airport and have to —— have to drive to and from
their jobs, it will take an enormous amount of traffic
off of the streets of Dublin.

In fact, Dublin was listed in the
Guinness Book of World Records as having the world's
worst traffic jams. And it was —— and the city where
I'm from, they're considering the train now that goes up
to the town of Ennis, they're considering —- they're
seriously considering of doing a loop on that and having
it go right into Shannon International Airport, which is

about 15 miles north of Shannon Airport. And if they do
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that, I mean, for the people that work at Shannon, that
commute between Ennis and Shannon everyday, it will tak
a considerable amount of traffic off of the road. So
I'm totally convinced that the rail does work and I
strongly support this rail here in California.

EILEEN CARMAN - RESIDENT: My neighborhood is
called Mira Mesa. My neighborhood is the most populous
neighborhood in the entire City of San Diego. My
neighborhood is totally forgotten, time, after time,
after time, by any types of improvements such as this.

A number of years ago Gray Davis wrote me a
letter saying he had put $89 million into his budget to
bring light rail to Mira Mesa off the 8 up to the 15.
The money was redirected into building trolley lines to
San Diego State University instead.

I feel that we are a forgotten community. We

need to secede from San Diego. Since we are forgotten

e

we get the least police patrols. We have the most crime

in San Diego right now because our neighborhood up ther
is totally impacted by overpopulation. We will not get
this unless we scream and yell and protest and scream
and yell some more.

This light rail system needs to have a stop a

e

t

Mira Mesa Boulevard, or very close, so that we also have

access to it in a reasonable manner. We don't need to
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go to Miramar Road because that's pure businesses. The
most people live north of Mira Mesa Boulevard —— I mean,
off Miramar Road up near Mira Mesa Boulevard. 1It's
totally impacted. 1It's ghetto-ish now because we have
no services like that. The buses in San Diego are the
worst buses system —— it's the worst bus system in the
whole of the metropolitan in California.

We don't get good service. We don't get
timely service and we don't even have extended hours
service. Buses come too late for me to hop a bus to go
to work. I have to be at work at 6:00 a.m. and there's
no way catching a 5:20 bus and connecting to two others
would get me to my work on time. Having something like
this I could probably make it. But, you know, it's up
to them to bring it to my neighborhood. Thank you.

LISA BREZINA - RESIDENT: Basically, I want
you to consider going down the I-15 corridor versus
cutting through Rose Canyon and University City, either
I-15 or 163. I think I-15 at Qualcomm Stadium is an
alternative route that's not being considered. That's
my major comment. I feel very strongly about it, going
through Rose Canyon, through that area, at University
City, I would like to see it just go south or north on
the I-15.

(The comments concluded at 6:45 p.m.)
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Kris Livingston

From: Russ Craig [russc@pacbell.net]

Sent; Tuesday, November 03, 2009 7.57 AM
To: HSR Comments

Subject: LA-SDHST Section via the Inland Empire

Why not run the train straight down I-15 and tie into Rodriguez airport instead of spending 2 huge amount of
money tunneling under the University City area and ruining Rose Canyon which is one of the few remaining
peaceful open space areas in San Diego?

Qualcomm feeds into San Diego Trolley and into the airport and downtown while the current plan may just turn
into "Big Dig-West",

Have no understanding why the only options offered were run it through the canyon or run it through the
canyon. Those aren't real alternatives,

Russ Craig
University City area resident



Kris Livingston

From: THERESA ACERROQ [thacerro@yahoo.com]
Sent: Monday, November 09, 2009 10:18 AM

To: HSR Comments

Subject: high speed rail

To Whom it may Concern:

High Speed Rail is an interesting idea, but the placement of these tracks must avoid envioronmentally sensitive
lands. The 1-15 route seems to be the most practical and least impactful. Once I-15 merges with I-3 in National
city the logical continuance would be over I-5 or the trolley tracks or within those right-of ways. It is imperative
that the many businesses along these roads are not negatively impacted by this new means of transportation.
There must be a way to make this a win-win for everyone.

Sincerely,

Theresa Acerro



Kris Livingston

From: Tanya HoweAeria [tanya.aeria@gmail.com]
Sent: Tuesday, November 17, 2009 9:51 AM

To: HSR Comments

Subject: Rose canyon rail YES!

I am so excited to finally have a high speed rail coming to my neighborhood! Please get it built!!!



Kris Livingston

From: Robert Aizuss [raizuss@san.rr.com]
Sent: Wednesday, November 18, 2009 4:05 PM
To: HSR Comments

Subject: LA-SD HST Section via Inland Empire

I strongly oppose a High Speed Rail line through Rose Canyon. Rose Canyon Open Space Park is irreplaceable.
The High Speed Rail Authority’s own studies say high speed rail projects are generally not compatible with
parks due to the noise and visual impacts. Thousands of people use this park for recreation. Hundreds of
students walk to the park from nearby schools for field trips. The city has also preserved this park as habitat for
plants and wildlife. There should be a full study of alternative routes that do not go through or near Rose
Canyon, including the I-15 to Qualcomm Stadium route

Robert Aizuss
2057 Briand Ave.
San Diego, CA 92122



Kris Livin%‘.ton

From: Martha Alden [aldenmj@hotmail.com]

Sent: Friday, November 20, 2009 4:13 PM

To: HSR Comments

Subject: Ca HST Project LA to San Diego via Inland Empire

I attended the October 13 meeting in La Jolla and am submitting comments regarding the proposed route
and stops between Escondido and downtown San Diego.

I strongly urge the California High Speed Rail Authority to consider alternatives to a University City station
and route through Rose Canyon. I believe a route that follows I-15 to Qualcomm Stadium would be more
environmentally friendly, serve currently underserved communities better and not impact surface street
and highway congestion around the proposed station in University City which is often a problem at the
current time.

I believe a station at Miramar Road and I-15, perhaps on the east side of the freeway, and continuing
south along I-15 to a station at the Qualcomm stadium site would be preferable to heading west and
paralleling the current Amtrak route.

Advantages for a station at Miramar Road:

-~ Would serve communities which don't have easy access to rail services currently (Poway, Rancho
Bernardo, Scripps Ranch, Vista) There is continuing development going on in the eastern parts of the city

> Would provide easy access to Miramar Naval Air Station
Might the navy be willing to donate a parcel of land for a station

> Would be easily accessible by residents and businesses of Mira Mesa, University City, Sorrento Valley
without the heavy traffic congestion of the University City area.

> The area around Miramar Rd and I-15 is less built up than the area around University City, and I-805 is
more congested than I-15.

Advantages of continuing the route south to Qualcomm Stadium and using that as a transportation center.

When the Chargers leave Qualcomm, that frees up a lot of land for development of a transit center.

There is already a San Diego trolley stop there. A transit center at this location would be beneficial for the
many growing communities to the south and east and a boon for commercial development at the east end
of Mission Valley.

It is a short trolley ride to Old Town, downtown and to eastern stops such as San Diego State and
Santee. :

Thank you for your consideration of these ideas.
Martha Alden

5349 Pendleton St
San Diego CA 92109




Kris Livingston

From: Dan Allen [danallen@alum.mit.edu]

Sent: Friday, November 20, 2009 2:31 PM

To: HSR Comments

Subject: LA-SD HST Section via the Inland Empire
Greetings --

I rode a high-speed train last month from Florence to Rome. The fare (second class) was $63
converted to US dollars. That is 175 miles at about 35 cents a mile. Since the Italian system
is state-built and state-owned, one would assume this cost does not amortize construction
capital cost and is a token amount of their operating cost. Therefore, it might be concluded
that for the California High-Speed Train, if it is similarly tax-supported, the minimum cost
would be the same 35 cents a seat-mile, and a trip from San Diego to San Francisco would be
about $200. How is ridership justified if the same travel can be had on Southwest Airlines
for $59 advanced purchase and $175 at the maximum?

I have submitted several other comments on different aspects of the information I picked up
at your meetings here and on the website.

Dan Allen
La Jolla



Kris Livingston

From: Dan Allen [danallen@alum.mit.edu]

Sent: Friday, November 20, 2009 2:32 PM

To: HSR Comments

Subject: LA-SD HST Section via the Inland Empire
Greetings --

Of the alternative routings through Riverside County, it would be clearly advantageous to
chose the one that goes by March Air Reserve Base. March was considered a candidate for
relocating the San Diego regional airport, but I believe it was discarded in evaluations
because of its distance from the urban area and the cost of access infrastructure. The
picture changes if the California High-Speed Train is built, because it will assure
convenient airport access.

Plus the California High-Speed Train assuredly will create a development pattern that will
"distort™ the San Diego urban area so that its "center of gravity" moves toward Riverside
County. The relocation of the San Diego regional airport is sure to come back for
reconsideration one day.

I have submitted several other comments on different aspects of the information I picked up
at your meetings here and on the website.

Dan Allen
La Jolla



Kris Livingston

From: Dan Allen [danallen@alum.mit.edul]

Sent: : Friday, November 20, 2009 2:34 PM

To: HSR Commenis

Subject: LA-SD HST Section via the Inland Empire
Greetings --

Can you reconsider the groundrule you have obviously adopted that the trains must terminate
in the downtown sections of San Francisco, Los Angeles and San Diego? Could the terminals
instead be in more suburban locations served by expanding the existing transit systems BART
in the Bay Area, LA's subway and an enhanced San Diego Trolley. This alternative might even
cost less overall and would certainly have lesser environmental impacts. For example, on the
peninsula between San Francisco and San Jose the California High-Speed Train will duplicate
parts of BART and all of the CalTrain commuter line, which seems to me like a wasteful
expense.

I have submitted several other comments on different aspects of the information I picked up
at your meetings here and on the website.

Dan Allen
La Jolla
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California.

INDEZX
SPEAKERS: PAGE
Glenn E. Roy - Ferrocret Co. 3
P.O. Box 9190
Rancho Santa Fe, CA 92067
Robert Cook - Resident 5
Lynn Tagge — Resident 6
John Brindle - Resident 6
Mike Chandler - Resident 6
Andrea Chandler - Resident 7
Mike Jones — Resident 7
Beverly Jones - Resident 8
Andrea Seavey - Resident 9
Lynn Parrish — Resident 10
Ellen Flouire - Resident 11
Jacquelyn Borden - Resident 12
Havelica Amago—-Melbol - Resident 16
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ESCONDIDO, CALIFORNIA, THURSDAY, OCTOBER 15, 2009

GLENN E. ROY - FERROCRET: My name is Glenn
Edward Roy. I'm with a Mexican company, Ferrocret. We
are a start-up that is producing concrete products using
an aggregate that's a waste product that's extracted
from the earth. We are located in Cananea Sonora,
Mexico, and we're there because it's one of the sources
for the largest deposits of the waste product called
scoria, in Spanish, which, chemically, is calcium
siloxane.

It's abundant. 1It's in huge man-made
mountains that have been accumulating for the last 100
years. It's considered an environmental hazard only in
the sense that it's a visual blight. Basically, it's
chemically inert. Our cost is approximately 50 U.S.
cents per metric ton, grated, washed and delivered. And
we feel we have a very good opportunity to manufacture
all manner of precast concrete products using the
scoria.

In this case, we want to make everything from
manholes to parking structures, affordable precast
concrete housing, but especially concrete railroad ties,
in Spanish, durmientes de concreto. So Cananea is the

place because it's the site of the third largest built
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copper mine in the world. It has excellent rail access,
north and south. South is at the Mexican heartland and
north across the frontier into the United States via a
rail system that was developed in the 1880s and is now
in a state of disrepair. But there's great hope that
much of that can be rebuilt as a supply line to bring in
goods, when the economy recovers, from China, the
Pacific Rim and to enhance the Mexican rail system and
the U.S. rail systems in the U.S. national region.

So, our purpose here today is to see if we can
get the audience we can serve through the California
High-Speed Rail Authority. I have spoken with Anthony
Daniels and, maybe, Marshed, people who are involved in
the project, the planning, the providing the
rights—of-way, the vendors, everything that would have
to do with getting this project underway, including bond
indebtedness, if voters approved, November 4, for, I
believe, 10 billion dollars.

So we are in it for the long haul. We want to
provide all the ties. We do have a good track record
with Union Pacific. They've already told us that they
would ship all of our ties to their job sites free of
cost. We are also looking at to curry favor with
Burlington Northern Santa Fe, another major player here

in the rail systems of California. But this high-speed
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rail is definitely going to require concrete ties, and
not wooden.

So to that end we want to supply every
concrete tie. And we believe we're in the best position
to do so because we have the best costs. I have a
method also —-- a proprietary method of achieving a
28-day cure, for concrete, in six to eight hours, and
that means very rapid demoldings. So the concrete
long-line system can produce railroad ties, or sleepers,
as the Brits call them. We are looking at, instead of
one eight-hour shift with a four-hour cleanup, two
ten-hour shifts with a four-hour cleanup. Running two
lines we can then double the capacity and produce
approximately a mile of ties per day.

That's my spiel. That's the story. I'm
hoping today will be a good opportunity to meet some of
the people who are making the planning happen and see if
we can progress from here. Thank you very much.

ROBERT COOK - RESIDENT: I would just like to
mention the area between Escondido and Riverside, to do
a really extensive environmental study, because that
area is rich in minerals and gems and, also, its
elevations are extreme. And the —- what else do I want
to say. I want to add something to that.

That the environment is extremely sensitive
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between that area. I just want to make them aware of it
in case they're not —-- they're not from this area. They
might not be aware of those things.

LYNN TAGGE — RESIDENT: There are two possible
ways through Escondido. If down the freeway is chosen,
please take care with noise abatement to protect the
houses that are on the ridgelines. If the choice is on
Centre City Parkway, please take care to address traffic
concerns and also vibration from a high-speed train
passing through near to the houses on either side.
That's all.

JOHN BRINDLE - RESIDENT: My comment is it
would be helpful if there was some guidance as to how
the high-speed rail should be incorporated into local
general plans at this time. Many of us are doing
general plan updates and we don't want to neglect an
important consideration and we don't want to go too far.
So it is helpful to get some input so everybody along
the line is treating it in the same manner and at the
appropriate time.

MIKE CHANDLER — RESIDENT: I'm very concerned
about the amount of money we're spending. The
schools —— we don't have enough money for schools.

We're laying teachers off. We're letting people out of

prison because we can't afford to keep them in prison.
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And we're spending money on —— we're talking about
spending money on a train that I don't believe anybody
is going to ride. TI think I just summed it up. I don't
like the noise either.

ANDREA CHANDLER - RESIDENT: First and
foremost, I am concerned about the noise and the visual
impact from my backyard. My property abuts Route 15. I
don't really see how the project will be cost effective
because I don't believe enough people will ride it to
pay for it. And T don't want to have to pay more than
the bonds that are —— that have already passed for a new
train.

But I'm very concerned about my property
value. And, I guess, if they were to put the train
underground, I wouldn't be as opposed to it. But I
still have a concern about the monetary aspect. We have
a lot of issues in this state and in this County that
are going to cost us a lot of money. And I don't think
that this project will be cost effective. Jails,
schools, our water pipes, some of the basic
infrastructure, firemen, police, all of that has been
diminished. I feel we should be spending our money that
way. Thank you.

MIKE JONES: We're upset because of the impact

it's going to have on the people that live along the
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corridor. And we've just learned that the coastal towns
have said, "No. We don't want it there, where there
isn't a rail system." They want to move it inland.

We live along the 15 corridor. We just spent
years having it expanded and, seeing how that growth has
affected the wildlife in the area and the noise level
and all the growth, now they want to put a high-speed
train next to that. 1It's going to further impact the
noise along the inside corridor.

We feel like for every person that does use
it, there's going to be many more people that are
negatively impacted so —- and the cost. We feel like,
you know, the city, state, our government, we're kind of
going broke. And now we're spending millions of dollars
to move people up and down the coast. We just don't
feel like that's warranted.

One thing I just thought of, the airports.
They screen for terrorists. And this is kind of a
sitting duck for terrorists to get at without having as
much control over.

BEVERLY JONES: I feel it's going to
negatively impact our home life. The noise, the air
quality already, you know, the birds and the coyotes,
and we had a mountain goat. They're gone. They're not

so plentiful now since they built that freeway —-- that
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huge freeway. We're dealing with —-- we have the
helicopters from Miramar, which where there a few years
ago, and now we're going to have to deal with this
high-speed train. We're upset about it. It's going to
affect our home life, our neighborhood, our breathing,
just everything.

And as a taxpayer, I don't want to pay for it.
I mean, we're already in debt. We owe so much to China.
They borrowed Social Security money for the war on Iraq.
So the government doesn't have any money, the state is
in debt and our City is in debt, our County —— I don't
know about our County state.

There's money better spent than to build a
high-speed railroad for minorities. Because I don't
feel like a lot of people —— business people are going
to be taking airplanes. They're not going to spend four
hours to get from San Diego to Sacramento. They're
going to be flying the airplane up there, and it's
hurting the airline industry anyway if you put in this
high-speed train. I think it's a ridiculous waste of
money .

ANDREA SEAVEY — RESIDENT: In my opinion,
we've needed a high-speed train a long time ago, before
we did all these lousy freeways. And I think when we're

making the decision, it should be —- everybody who is

Peterson Reporting, Video & Litigation Services



10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

voting should be restricted to Escondido residents.
Because people that live in the Escondido area, that are
in the County, they're the people that will be using it
probably more than the people in the City and are more
involved in what happens to the City but have no voice.

I happen to think that our City Council are a
bunch of dingbats and they're the ones that are going to
be making the decision, and I'm really worried. I think
that it shouldn't go down the Centre City. It should
stay towards the freeway. I think that's where it
should be. And I think a wonderful place for the
station would be Westfield Mall because it's dying now.
It's right on the freeway. It's a large area.

The City is going to be totally against it
because they want the taxes from that. They rely on the
taxes. They aren't getting them now. And the Sprinter
they talked about, when the mall was flourishing —— or
when they hoped it would, they were talking about
running a piece of Sprinter line over there. So,
actually, that's how I feel. I think it should be
around that way.

If they tear up Centre City Parkway, the whole
town will be just a wreck. That's really —— it was the
old 395, originally, when it was built and all the new

stuff was built around it. So that's the way I feel.
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LYNN PARRISH — RESIDENT: I'm looking forward
to additional information regarding the specifics of the
proposed high-speed train through the County of
San Diego. I would like to see the cost figures of —-
for the passenger, and I would like to also see, at the
next meeting, more detail of the project, like where —--
where the corridor is, whether it's already there.

Like, whether it's on top of the 15 corridor, or what.
Okay .

And also, in the meantime, before this would
be built, 20 years away, perhaps you would consider a —-
some alternative ways of relieving traffic. For
example, maybe a ferry that would ferry cars or trucks
to and from different parts of the Southern California
region, like we have in the Seattle area. They could do
that as the train is built because transportation is
interrelated, and so forth.

I don't really see the need for the train to
go to the airport. And I think that if it got to the
University City point that there would be —— that would
be sufficient for the County. It doesn't need to go all
the way to the airport, that there would be additional
trolley lines built to connect at University Point to
the airport, because it's in planning at this time.

It's called Mid Coast Corridor Project of the San Diego
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Trolley. That's all I have right now.

ELLEN FLOUIRE - RESIDENT: I think it's a good
idea to have that, to have that high-speed train,
whatever you call it, the train, rail. I really like
it. I like the idea. Too bad they didn't have anything
right by our doors. The train would take us everywhere,
you know, all over, all over the town, you know, from
our house to another house, or whatever. But I like the
idea. That's all I have to say. Okay.

But I really like the idea. I just like the
idea, you know, having it door to door, from house to
house also. TIf I wanted to go see a friend or go
shopping, or something I like that, too.

JACQUELYN BORDEN - RESIDENT: I came here
today because I wanted to hear where we were in the
process and I wanted to hear what other people were
saying, what their issues were. Were there a lot of
people for this system, or are there a lot of people up
in arms against it? Where we're at exactly.

I think the most exciting thing for me is to
realize that we're so early in this process. So often
we're called in to make public comments and the meeting
starts, "Thank you all for coming today. Tomorrow the
decision will be made. We appreciate your comments

today anyway." ©No. This is so early in the process
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that some of the people that are here today, with
information, have said people are frustrated there's so
little detail.

No, no, no. This is wonderful to be here
before there's detail. Possible stations were mentioned
and one person said, "I'm back again today. I went to
the Tuesday meeting and I asked if additional stations
could be added later," and they said, "Possibly."
"Well, we really need one in Mira Mesa."

But then he went home and studied the
information online and looked it over and said, "Wait a
minute. The station here is going to be at UTC.
There's already a major highway. They're going to need
a connection to the coast, to all of the trains that go
up and down the coast. Why isn't that station, for this
system, in Mira Mesa instead of UTC, not years later in
addition to UTC? Why doesn't Mira Mesa get the station
now, at the beginning?"

And when he said that -— I live in Mira Mesa.
I know the problems we have with transit in Mira Mesa.
The gentleman happened to be in a wheelchair. I've
worked with a sign language interpreter. TI've worked
with deaf/blind people. I have a good friend who lives
in Mira Mesa who is deaf/blind. His parents drive him

to work. When he could see better, they drove him to
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the bus and he stood in the dark in Mira Mesa and waited
for the bus and hoped it was the regular driver who
would recognize him and make sure he got on the bus to
get to work. It added about an hour and a half to his
total commute to take the bus all the way there and all
the way back.

If you're talking about a major hub, talking
about a major station for any major commute system in
San Diego being in Mira Mesa for the first time, you're
connecting a whole community that isn't connected now.
Not many people are going to give up their cars to
commute for two or two and a half or three hours, not if
they can drive that car, not if they have parents who
will take them.

But, eventually, my deaf/blind friend's
parents will die. TI've talked to him about where he's
going to move. Downtown? Somewhere else with good
connections downtown? And when he travels how will he
get to the airport? How long extra is it going to take
him to do that?

High-speed rail is a chance for him to cut a
ticket price in half compared to flying. High-speed
rail from Mira Mesa, oh, my goodness, you're talking
about him not having to relocate at all. Because we're

so early in the process, I was able to say to the
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gentleman who had this idea, "Let's go to the Mira Mesa
town council. Let's get a lot of people in Mira Mesa on
board for this now, early."

We talk about one powerful political leader
who doesn't want high-speed rail to go through the 15
corridor. His property value might go down. He gets
outvoted if everyone who wants it in Mira Mesa, who
knows about it, knows about it this early and knows we
have a chance for that station, that's powerful.

I was in the San Francisco bay area, when a
little town called Fremont got a BART station and it
totally changed that town. The schools for the blind
and the deaf moved from Berkeley, in the heart of the
Bay Area, down to little, rural Fremont because they had
a BART station. The students complained about being
moved out into the country, there's nothing there, it's
the end of the world.

But everyone in Fremont stepped up. The
police learned sign language, merchants learned how to
deal with blind customers, merchants learned how to deal
with deaf customers, and the people there, associated
with those schools, said it was the best thing that ever
happened to them to move to little Fremont. It never
would have happened without that BART station there. So

I know what it means and I know what this station would
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mean here in Mira Mesa.

No. This is not meant to be a station for
light rail or for local bus lines. Mira Mesa has been
somewhat of a cultural area, and Mira Mesa has a chance
to become, really, a part of San Diego now, sort of
halfway between San Diego and Escondido, halfway between
inland areas and the coast, neither/nor, neither/or.

Because we're so early in this process, the
people of Mira Mesa have a chance to be heard. So I
thank the people who are holding these meetings for
starting them and allowing us to come and hear other
people's ideas I never would have thought about if I
hadn't come here today. But my comments will follow. I
have a lot of other things I have opinions about which I
didn't think I would have opinions about. Thank you for
your time.

HAVELICA AMAGO-MELBOL - RESIDENT: Basically,
we are against this rail system coming through. One of
their plans is to put it right behind our house. We
live on Centre City Parkway, so that will be a huge
noise factor. It will bring down the value of our home.
When rail systems go through, wherever they go through,
it seems to turn into a ghetto. So we have huge
concerns about where they're putting this.

No matter how great they make it look, no

Peterson Reporting, Video & Litigation Services
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matter how modern and technologically advanced, if it's
going right behind someone's house, it's not okay, in
our opinion. And I feel that way even though it's not
going right next to my house. And I'm always saying,
"Yeah, that sounds great. But who are they going to
waste, putting something through," whether it's a line
or electric lines, or whatever. So we just have huge
concerns about —- about this rail system and we will
definitely be fighting it going through Centre City
Parkway.

One thing I wanted to say was there's a lot o
people who live right along Centre City Parkway that
would be affected by a train running right, you know,
behind their home or apartment or condo, or whatever.
So I think you really need to think about an alternate
route than running it up Centre City Parkway where so
many people live. You're affecting their lifestyle,
basically. Just taking away the value of their home.
That's what's going to happen.

(The comments concluded at 7:00 p.m.)
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REPORTER'S CERTIFICATE

I, Mirosalva Olguin, Certified Shorthand

Reporter for the State of California, do hereby certify:

That the foregoing proceedings were reported
stenographically by me and were transcribed through
computerized transcription under my direction; that the
foregoing is a true and accurate record of the

proceedings taken at that time.

In witness whereof I have subscribed my name

this day of , 2009.

MIROSALVA OLGUIN
CSR No. 12959

For the State of California
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Kris Livingston

From: John and Leslie Anderson [janders4@san.rr.com]
Sent: Monday, November 16, 2009 9:52 PM

To: HSR Comments

Subject: LA-SD HST Section via Inland Empire

I strongly oppose a High Speed Rail line through Rose Canyon.

Putting a high speed rail with a large volume of traffic through the Canyon / Park is not an option. The
consequences are just too severe to the nearby schools, neighborhoods and people who use the park.

All possible alternates must be explored, Rose Canyon is too precious to ruin with a project of this magnitude. [
suggest / support the 1-15 to Qualcomm Stadium route

Just say no to a High Speed Rail line through Rose Canyon.
Sincerely,

John and Leslie Anderson

3516 Tony Drive

San Diego, CA 92122



Kris Livingston

From: Alison [ali@potterydude.net]

Sent: Woednesday, October 07, 2009 12:05 PM
To: HSR Comments

Subject: Hi speed railway

| oppose a high speed railway in Rose Canyon as it would have a devastating effect on the natural flora and fauna of the
canyon. Many people use the canyon for recreational activities such as hiking, biking, birdwatching etc. Adding a high
speed railway will absolutely change the beauty of the canyon. Please consider to study other options.

Thank you,

Alison P. Anthony CFNP

Gastroenterology/Internal Medicine/Eating Disorders
Surva/Clinical Application Laboratories, Inc.

3330 Third Avenue, Suite 304

San Diego, CA 92103

(619) 260-1012 x221

ali@anthonyhome.net




Thark you for attending today’s meeting. The scoping process is designed to provide the public and
governmental agencies the opportunity to help identify the scope of issues to be studied in depth during
the preparation of the Environmental Impact Report/Environmental Impact Statement. Scoping allows the
public to become involved at the beginning of the EIR/EIS process. Please take a few minutes to provide
your comments. Please return comments to the California High-Speed Rail Authority by November 20,
2009 (return address is on the reverse side of this form).

Taday's Meeting Date/lLocation:

@& October 13 — La Jolla [J October 14 — San Diego [T October 15 — Escondido
Name gleaseprint: 5505 7T €35 2 8.6 G000 City:  <iyed 1 yp(0 States (H Zip: C&‘“‘;A; 26
Organization/Business =~ ™= E-mail: A0 RT AL Q LN A, Cam

Address: {670 (ARTNITTTO DT REHD AR N el ‘1'}5 (6 A6

| -

{1 Yes, | would like to be added to your mailing list to receive newsletters, information mailings and meeting notices.

Comment (please write clearly):

CRARGE  comba i trEd ar0 Mile eOWTe WANE NG LA rGN WA TTWEN
S MILES rO NEAREST STRT TN, DETR acTahl, v RO ULE
REGWIRIN G ARG & BLSCES - ALOH b Lon e,

]

O COEMALT TIES AONG ROWTE TAX TWEMCELVEL T BLIELD
SUINIAONS AND PLACE 4000 T DTCTIANCE  TTEATRS Of MmAINL INY

r—

WA WO L ENNTROTT Wi T N ATG LTINS

Thank you for your participation in this important process. You may drop off your completed comment sheet in a
comment box or with any High-Speed Train team member, mail, or send via e-mail with subject line “LA-SD H5T
Section via the Inland Empire” to comments@hsr.ca.gov. In addition, comments may also be submitted verbally to
the court reporter today. All comments must be submitted no later than November 20, 2009.

Fold and Tape Completely Before Mailing




Kris Livingston

From: Nancy Ash [nancy@iri.cc]

Sent: Tuesday, October 13, 2009 9:12 AM

To: HSR Comments

Subject: High Speed Rail should continue to Chuia Vista

| would like to add to my email sent last week. We believe it should continue from San Diego to
Chula Vista since many of us do not like to drive in all the traffic to San Diego, it would help our

economy, and help people going to Mexico.

Nancy and Al Ash, Chula Vista

From: Nancy Ash [mailto:n.ash@cox.net]

Sent: Thursday, October 08, 2009 12:15 PM

To: 'comments@hsr.ca.gov'

Subject: Yes for the High Speed Rail to San Diego

| believe the High Speed Rail should come to San Diego via the Inland Empire. We live in eastern
Chula Vista and do not normally drive on the busy busy highways, but this would help us get around.

Nancy Ash, Chula Vista



Kris Liviggston

From: janice barnard [jjbarnard92014@yahoo.com]

Sent: Wednesday, November 11, 2009 11:24 AM

To: HSR Comments

Subject: LA-SD HST Section via Inland Empire - Route down |-15

I request that the HRS Authority conduct a full project-level analysis of the I-15 route to Qualcomm Stadium as
a preferred alternative in the project level EIR/EIS. In the Program EIR, this route was found to have:

e higher projected intercity ridership

e less cost

e less noise impact

o fewer visual and aesthetic impacts

o shorter and faster route for higher train speeds

Additionally:

o Parking issues should be a major consideration in routing the HST to the airport area versus following
the I-15 corridor.

o HST and airport travel would mostly likely compete versus compliment choice of travel, so why is it
important to have them connected?

« Connection between Qualcomm Stadium & Airport/Amtrak/Coaster/Downtown should be accomplished
using Trolley, which almost makes it to airport. This would require minor, throughtful consideration
by local officials.

¢ Downtown pedestrian traffic should be major consideration. Already there are many accidents with the
Trolley, Coaster & Amtrak. HST most likely would make the downtown pedestrian walking even more
dangerous.

Janice Barnard

12777 Via Esperia

Del Mar, Ca 92014
858.509.9796
iibarnard92014(@yahoo.com




Kris Livingston

From: dbarrios@san.rr.com

Sent: Wednesday, November 18, 2009 4:14 PM
To: HSR Comments

Subject: LA-SD HST Section VIA the Inland Empire

My name is Dan Barrios and I live with my wife at 18189 Chrietien Ct, San Diego. We are close
to Hwy 15 on the East side of the freeway in Rancho Bernardo. In reviewing the map which
shows the route through RB, it shows the HST on the West side of the freeway. The article 1
read in the newspaper states it could be the west or East side of Hwy 15. We are only on
street parallel to Hwy 15 (Escala Dr.) We lost our home in the wildfire of Oct. 207 and to
think that we could possibly lose our home through eminent domain, is something that we don't
even want to think about. We rebuilt our home and are very happy with the anticipation of
living our lives here. When will a decision be made as to the route of the ftracks and the

schedule of construction?

Dan Barrios

18189 Chretien Ct,
San Diego, Ca. 92128
(Rancho Bernardo)
858-521-9196



Kris Livingston

From: Solarbart@aol.com

Sent: Tuesday, November 17, 2009 8:57 AM
To: HSR Comments

Subject: hst sandiego section

please take it streight down to the border avoiding the university city mess. robert | barto 8803
robin hood lane Ia jolla ca 92037 thank you
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LA JOLLA, CALIFORNIA, TUESDAY, OCTOBER 13, 2009

JOHN M. ROBERTS - RESIDENT: As a longtime
resident of San Diego, and retired hotel manager, I was
responsible for opening up the first hotel in
Mission Bay, and today it continues to be very
successful, and it answered all of the environmental
issues. Then, again, in the '80s, as a hotel manager
for the Sheraton Corporation, I was responsible for the
team that won, successfully, the right to build the
hotel at Torrey Pines Golf Course.

We were able to present the architectural plan
that was extremely environmentally friendly, outbidding
some of the largest hotel operators in the world, from
Las Vegas, and my friendly competition, Del Coronado,
and several other hotels, and we did it through the
environmental aspects of showing how both can be
successful in planning an operation that is so sensitive
to the environment as building a hotel on the
Torrey Pines area, and the result is very successful,
today, up there. And I hope that what we're looking at,
at this public hearing involving the high-speed train,
which I, personally, am in favor of, a person that has
traveled in areas where it's been very successful, and I

want to see it happen in the San Diego County, but I am
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definitely opposed of it going through Rose Canyon.

I'm at the age that I probably may not even be
here, living, when it's —-- if you are successful. But I
want my grandchildren to be able to enjoy Rose Canyon.
And in my humble way, I'd like to save the promises that
were made on the environmental issues involving
Rose Canyon, and I believe the large shopping center
seems to be very concerned about the environmental
issues of the area. I cannot buy into seeing the route
going through Rose Canyon.

We had always felt that it was —-- it was
environmental friendly to go on Highway 15 or across at
the Miramar exit, not through a sensitive area such as
Rose Canyon. And these are my concerns. And I actually
feel these are the promises that have been made to the
community. And I hope that you will continue to look
for alternative ways, as high electric poles, elevation,
are definitely detrimental to the Rose Canyon area.

MARIA I. SANTOS - RESIDENT: My name is Maria
Santos and I reside on Carroll Canyon Road, which, I
think, is the point of this project for now. And I'm
concerned about my condo —— or house, how it's going to
affect us. What's going to happen to our house? I'm
concerned about the market value once this happens.

And, I guess, that's it.
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The relocation impact. I wanted to know more
about the relocation impact and the acquisition impact,
the land use issue and the loss of market value of my
condominium, because I'm right there by Carroll and
Miramar. I guess that's it. I just want to know what's
going to happen to us as the owner. Thank you.

P. GRETCHEN NELL - RESIDENT: The I-15 to

Qualcomm option should be fully studied in the

preparation of the DEIR —— I think we're doing a draft
today —-- for the high-speed rail route in San Diego
County.

Number 2, the proposed UTC/Rose Canyon option
should be discarded. This is an environmentally
sensitive area and ecologically a part of the MSCP and
an open space park in the San Diego Park/Preserve
System. The habitat and animal corridors would be
destroyed during construction. And when the rail line
is in place, it would be destroyed. There will be
unacceptable —-- unacceptable negative impacts to flora
and fauna, F-A-U-N-A.

Number 3, the Rose Canyon/UTC route goes
through a highly populated area where the tracks would
be very close to the homes. The noise pollution would
be unacceptable in this area because it's right next to

all these houses. Not my house, but still.
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JACQUELINE L. PARKER — RESIDENT: I'm in favor
for the bullet train or high-speed rail, whatever you
call it. Anyway, I have —- as a taxpayer I want it to
be sited at a location that will have —-- you know,
have —-- will be effective without adversely affecting
the environment. I'm especially concerned about the
wildlife in Rose Canyon, which is a protected area, and
also —— but I feel that the I-15 corridor is the best
from many standpoints.

One, it meets your goal of connecting with
mass transit, because we already have an existing
trolley line that serves the county there. And I-15
could easily connect with the trolley, which could go
over to the airport and other parts of town and serve —-
better serve the people of South San Diego as well as
North San Diego.

We have a geology problem. In that the
geology of the area that is in the coastal region,
especially the I —— especially the area west of 805,
it's just compressed sand. It is not —— much of it does
not have the stability that the area east of the 805
has. It's what I've been told.

I have concerns about the geology of the area
that is west of 805 to the coast. We have, you know ——

because the vibration -- it's just compressed sand, most
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of it is just compressed sand. And the vibration, and
other things involved, could be a problem. As far as
greater growth potential, these are all part of your
mission statement —-- of your goals, I should say. There
is far more area for growth near I-15 than there is
here. We are already one of the most highly -- or dense
areas in the whole United States. And there would be
greater area for growth, which is one of your goals, if
you had it farther inland.

There are more people that need —- that are
using the inland area for transportation that could use
a train such as this more effectively than use the
coastal area. Another thing you have is the tunnel.
This tunnel is supposed to be separated from existing
roads, and that sort of thing. The areas where you're
considering sending —-- some of the areas you're
considering sending it, the separation is —-- is just a
matter of being underneath the road, which still can
adversely affect the stability of that road.

This area is densely populated. Okay. The
University City area is densely populated and there are
also lots of scientific —-- scientific organizations that
have sensitive equipment, like the University of
California, Sorrento Valley and such, they have

sensitive equipment that could be adversely affected by
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ground movement and would be adversely affected by any
construction process as well. Of all of the
considerations, the environmental consideration, I feel,
is critical and the protection of wildlife of San Diego.

The environment is vanishing to, you know,
build roads, build various things, and I think we have
to protect the wildlife, especially in the Rose Canyon
area. There are only over 100 species now of animals
that thrive on the environment that's there. And it's a
delicate balance. Okay. Thank you.

The other thing, environmental and cultural,
in the process of doing this train, which is needed in
California, is really important that you do not
seriously adversely affect the cultural -- the community
culture and the environment in the process. The I-15
needs to be given serious consideration. I alluded to
that, but I think I need to make a stronger statement,
and I mentioned some of the reasons why.

There's area for growth there where there
isn't here. You know, like I said before, that's more
stable —— generally stable, from what I've read. I'm
not a geologist, but that's what I read.

ALTISON BARTON — RESIDENT: My name is
Alison Barton and I'm a resident of North University

City in a housing tract called Barcelona. And my
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concern about the high-speed rail is that it's going to
go through the canyon near our house. And the name of
that canyon is Rose Canyon.

I have a young daughter, and another one on
the way, and they use that space for playing. I feel
that a high-speed rail is a good idea, but I think it
would be better served continuing down the 15 corridor
or anywhere else that's not through Rose Canyon. Thank
you.

AUDREY MITCHELL - RESIDENT: My name is
Audrey Mitchell and my comment is —— I've personally
ridden on the ICE throughout Europe, the ICE trains.
And I think it would be our first step towards —-- going
towards becoming as technically as, like —— I feel that
they're ahead of us, and are technologically advanced in
their railroad system, and that would keep us up with
them.

Not only that, but it's very —- there's not
too many downsides to having a high-speed train
environmentally and just throughout California. I mean,
it's something that's been needed for a very long time.
And it would definitely solve a lot of issues with our
freeways —— how much money we're spending in our
freeways alone. Let alone — I'm trying to think of

what I want to say. Like, there's a very small downturn
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of it, basically; I personally am all for it.

NANCY GUY - RESIDENT: My name is Nancy Guy.
And I'm 100 percent in favor of this project for
environmental reasons, anything to get people out of
their cars. And I've had experience riding high-speed
trains in Asia. And it's embarrassing that we're so far
behind. 1It's time to catch up. Go green. And that's
that.

JANAY KRUGER — RESIDENT: I'm the chairman of
the University City Planning Group and we're in very
early stages of studying the alignment. And we would
like you to very seriously consider the I-15 alignment
to Qualcomm Transit Center as one of the preferred
alternatives. And then from that transit center, they'd
make a connection by the trolley to Lindbergh Field.
Your previous program level EIR, in 2005, showed that
route; so we want to keep it.

The second thing is we're really worried about
noise and vibration. We've computed that there's 134
trains a day. And we're really worried about the peak
hours and the impact on the residences, the high school,
and Rose Canyon Park. And then we'd like you to avoid
Rose Canyon Park. It is our only, like, urban open
space in the area, and we have wildlife corridor,

habitat, et cetera.
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The community is really worried about tunnels.
We talked about tunnels 150 feet underground. And so
they want to know what the feasibility is, the cost, the
construction impact from excavation, how many trucks,
soil stability, where does the tunnel begin, where does
it end, and where would the platforms be for the tunnel,
to get in and out on the train.

And then the next points are visual. The
visual of the catenary poles. The catenary poles, you
know, are the big wires —- electrical wires that it runs
on. And then around them you have 12-feet high
chain-link fences and you'll have a lot of retaining
walls around the entrance and exit to the tunnel. So
we're worried about the visible.

The parking. The additional parking
necessary, at the UTC Station, increased traffic and the
impact of the storage and maintenance stations at 805
and La Jolla Village Drive. And, apparently, those
maintenance stations are for the entire section from
L.A. to San Diego; so they're fairly large.

And just, in general, we don't believe that
the UTC Transit Center has the same attraction as
Lindbergh Field and Ontario Airport, Escondido and
Qualcomm. We're more of a shopping, working, medical,

residential area. We're not a tourist designation —-

Peterson Reporting, Video & Litigation Services
12



10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

destination; so I would like you to include those in the
comments. Thank you.

ANNA GIACCONI - RESIDENT: The proposed run
through Rose Canyon should be reviewed and, in my
opinion, an alternative route found for the following
reasons:

One, noise from the increased number of
trains, not to mention the vibration damage that can be
caused on delicate ridges. Two, Rose Canyon is a park
with wildlife. This would be completely ruined by
additional traffic. Three, increased people traffic.
Our city is a residential/business area, not a tourist
area. Four, construction of the wires and large poles,
fences, et cetera, will seriously hurt the scenery and
visual beauty of the area.

Five, reopen the I-15 corridor from Miramar
down to Qualcomm Transit station. This makes much more
sense, because that was originally proposed. Six,
considering how fragile our area is, where are the
feasibility studies concerning tunnels and having them
built, and, finally, where are the trains going to be
stored. A large area is going to be needed for
unsightly storage. That's it.

AARON KONVISSER - RESIDENT: My name is

Aaron Konvisser. And I'm very excited about the
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prospect of high-speed rail. However, I have some
concerns.

Number one, I believe that we need to have
stations at San Diego and L.A. airports, long term. A
path to —— a path that also connects San Francisco is
needed. Not linking the airports is, in my opinion, a
critical flaw. Number two, I am concerned about the
proposed path through Rose Canyon, in San Diego, near
University City. There is very high density of housing
in the area, and the train from the existing track in
Rose Canyon can already be heard through most of the
community, including Doyle Park and Doyle Elementary
School.

Rose Canyon, itself, also serves as a
community resource with trails and the fragile
ecosystem. A high-speed rail would divide the canyon,
making it inaccessible from both sides. Ideally, the
train should not appear above ground until it Jjoins
I-15. Number three, proposed location of University
Station should leverage existing parking from UTC mall.
And number four, please reconsider the I-15 corridor
routing. Thank you.

ERNIE LIPPE, M.D. — RESIDENT: Despite the
fact that voters have approved the HSR, I don't believe

that they have a realistic valuation about how much this
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is really going to cost. For example, Amtrak has been
underwritten by federal taxes for over 40 years. It has
yet to show a profit. The demand for HSR is not there.
If you look at existing trains and buses, the majority
of them that pass you on the street are 90 percent
vacant. There isn't a demand for this.

Once the train is built and the railway is
there, you cannot unbuild it. There's no way that you
can recover the cost. It will ruin —- if placed, it
will ruin the Rose Canyon natural habitat. Rose Canyon
has also a severe seismological fault, earthquake
potential. You don't want to be digging 150 feet below
the surface of the pre-existing land in order to put a
tunnel for a train.

The frequency of the trains will produce
intolerable noise pollution. It's estimated that up to
134 per day will pass through this area. Overhead wires
will be utilized for the electrical source. This is in
contrast to what is going on today, in the city, when
street wires for overhead telegraph poles are being put
below the ground; so we bury some wires and now we're
going to construct others for the train.

The cost cannot possibly be met by its usage.
If there is going to be a railway construction, it

should be placed down pre—-existing freeways such as
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I-15, Route 8, Interstate 5; for example, Chicago,
Illinois, which has got some of its main freeways next
to the elevated subway tracks in that particular area.

The proximity of HSR to pre-existing homes
will harmfully affect real estate values. Earlier
Rose Canyon studies, to place a passenger station there
showed that too few a number of people were riding to
justify the cost of even putting in a station. It was
found by the study that it would be cheaper for those
who would use the station to buy them each a
35,000-dollar car than it would be to construct the
station, which is largely going to stand vacant most of
the time.

The sprawling city villages of San Diego, with
its random geometrics, is not dictated either. There is
no —— literally, no urban center to which the train can
take people since employment skirts the entire county.
This cannot pay for itself. Thank you.

SANDRA LIPPE — RESIDENT: Thank you for coming
to University City. I wish we could take you on a tour
of Rose Canyon, an escape to nature next to an urban
glass and concrete city to the north and our suburban
area to the south. I endorse the idea of high-speed
rail for travel. But I can tell you this, that

Rose Canyon isn't the route you need. You would be
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better served to pursue the I-15 corridor to Qualcomm
and do a full study and EIR of this choice.

Presently, Amtrak is a connection with histor
and fits into the Rose Canyon environment. High-speed
rail, with 134 trains a day, question mark, two new
high-speed rail tracks on the north side of existing
tracks, question mark, multiple overhead wires and larg
poles, question mark, a 12-foot high chain-link fence,
question mark, tunneling in an earthquake fault area,
question mark, 150 feet double-track tunnel, question
mark. You have to be kidding.

Think of high-speed rail on the I-15 corridor
rather than the winding route through Rose Canyon. It
will be faster, less expensive, with less noise impact
on the two-legged animals. We humans -- us humans,
excuse me, will be a perfect fit as Mission Valley
grows. The trolleys are already running to and through
Qualcomm. Rose Canyon is the best blood pressure
medicine to be found and it is free. Please don't be a
party to destroying it when you have a better choice on
route 15, a straighter shot to Qualcomm. Thank you.

PEGGY L. DALY - RESIDENT: I'm Peggy Daly.
I'm a resident of University City and been there for a
long time. And I've had to —— I've seen the community

change, and I understand there is a need for growth.
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That should also be tempered with ensuring that the
quality of life is maintained for those residents who
live there for specific reasons. And I am in favor of a
high-speed rail system. I think in the future, when gas
prices go through the roof, that this may be
economically feasible and necessary for people to change
their habits.

I do have a problem with a transfer point
being located in the UTC area for several reasons. One,
is that already our infrastructure is overloaded. This
would just add more problems to the existing area and
the existing problem. It does not make sense to have a
transfer point here because it is so close to the
station or to the terminals anyway. An intermediate
point that has the infrastructure would make far more
sense.

For example, Solana Beach Trolley Station.
That is a transfer point. Miramar, Qualcomm Stadium,
which may become defunct as the Chargers move out of it,
anyway. That would be an ideal place. Once again, it
is the quality of life for those who already live there.
We shouldn't suffer for the sake of transient population
just passing through. So, with that, I urge you to
reconsider the location. Thank you very much.

JIM TREADWAY — RESIDENT: I'm against having
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the high-speed rail go through Rose Canyon because of ——
it's a natural state -- the power poles and the noise,
and all of that, unless it goes underground. Of course,
which then it doesn't matter. I think that's the basic
point. I live on the canyon itself. So I don't want to
look out on elevated wires and so forth. Thank you.

ANTHONY LYNCH - RESIDENT: I wanted to say
that T really think that the high-speed rail is an
outstanding idea. 1It's excellent. Basically, I believe
that California and the entire country is way overdue
for something like that. 1It's just —— because I know
that something like this actually was proposed back in
1976.

And, in fact, there was —- the Japanese
actually wanted to put it in between Los Angeles and San
Diego and a lot of the people along the I5 corridor
picked up murder over it and said that they —- said it
wasn't needed. And a lot of those people, actually,
were driving their cars instead. And at that time,
they, basically, wanted more lanes in the freeway
instead. And the thing is that that didn't really solve
the problem.

And that's, basically, why I certainly feel
very strongly that the high-speed rail is really needed

here in this country. Because I've seen —— I've been on
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the rail —- the Acela train back east, between Boston,
New York, and Washington D.C., and I found that it's
really, really comfortable. And it's just —-- even
though it's just a little bit faster than the regular
Amtrak trains, but still —— I mean, it's —— I mean, you
get on that thing and, I mean, it basically —-- you get
into places like Washington D.C. and Philadelphia, and
even Boston, Massachusetts, quicker than the regular
Amtrak trains.

And it's just —- and with this —— I know that
with the TGV and the train that actually operates
between London and Paris that —— I think it's either 320
or 350 mile trip in an hour and 20 minutes. And it's
incredibly fast. In fact, even when that started
running, within about a week the airlines, like British
Airways and British Midland Airways, that operated
airways between Heathrow and Gatwick to Charles de
Gaulle Airport and Paris Orly Airport in Paris, noticed
that there was a drastic reduction in the amount of
people flying.

Because the thing is, is that with this
high-speed rail that they have, it goes from the center
of one city right into the heart of —— the center of
another. So people don't have to take taxis or take

trains either to or from those airports. And it's —-
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and even Ireland, where I'm from, a lot of people take
the train rather than drive. And one of the reasons is
being high gas prices they have there. But the other
reason being is that it's more —— as well as, it's
quicker. 1It's noted in Dublin to have a light rail
system that connects the two main rail stations. It
connects Connolly Station, that takes all the trains
from Northern Ireland, with —-- with Heuston Station,
that takes all the trains from Southern Ireland as well.

And when they put in that light rail system,
it was a fabulous idea, what they did. And, eventually,
that light rail system is going to go all the way to
Dublin International Airport and the other end of
Dublin, so it will take —-- for people that work at
Dublin Airport and have to —— have to drive to and from
their jobs, it will take an enormous amount of traffic
off of the streets of Dublin.

In fact, Dublin was listed in the
Guinness Book of World Records as having the world's
worst traffic jams. And it was —— and the city where
I'm from, they're considering the train now that goes up
to the town of Ennis, they're considering —- they're
seriously considering of doing a loop on that and having
it go right into Shannon International Airport, which is

about 15 miles north of Shannon Airport. And if they do
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that, I mean, for the people that work at Shannon, that
commute between Ennis and Shannon everyday, it will tak
a considerable amount of traffic off of the road. So
I'm totally convinced that the rail does work and I
strongly support this rail here in California.

EILEEN CARMAN - RESIDENT: My neighborhood is
called Mira Mesa. My neighborhood is the most populous
neighborhood in the entire City of San Diego. My
neighborhood is totally forgotten, time, after time,
after time, by any types of improvements such as this.

A number of years ago Gray Davis wrote me a
letter saying he had put $89 million into his budget to
bring light rail to Mira Mesa off the 8 up to the 15.
The money was redirected into building trolley lines to
San Diego State University instead.

I feel that we are a forgotten community. We

need to secede from San Diego. Since we are forgotten

e

we get the least police patrols. We have the most crime

in San Diego right now because our neighborhood up ther
is totally impacted by overpopulation. We will not get
this unless we scream and yell and protest and scream
and yell some more.

This light rail system needs to have a stop a

e

t

Mira Mesa Boulevard, or very close, so that we also have

access to it in a reasonable manner. We don't need to
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go to Miramar Road because that's pure businesses. The
most people live north of Mira Mesa Boulevard —— I mean,
off Miramar Road up near Mira Mesa Boulevard. 1It's
totally impacted. 1It's ghetto-ish now because we have
no services like that. The buses in San Diego are the
worst buses system —— it's the worst bus system in the
whole of the metropolitan in California.

We don't get good service. We don't get
timely service and we don't even have extended hours
service. Buses come too late for me to hop a bus to go
to work. I have to be at work at 6:00 a.m. and there's
no way catching a 5:20 bus and connecting to two others
would get me to my work on time. Having something like
this I could probably make it. But, you know, it's up
to them to bring it to my neighborhood. Thank you.

LISA BREZINA - RESIDENT: Basically, I want
you to consider going down the I-15 corridor versus
cutting through Rose Canyon and University City, either
I-15 or 163. I think I-15 at Qualcomm Stadium is an
alternative route that's not being considered. That's
my major comment. I feel very strongly about it, going
through Rose Canyon, through that area, at University
City, I would like to see it just go south or north on
the I-15.

(The comments concluded at 6:45 p.m.)
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REPORTER'S CERTIFICATE

I, Mirosalva Olguin, Certified Shorthand

Reporter for the State of California, do hereby certify:

That the foregoing proceedings were reported
stenographically by me and were transcribed through
computerized transcription under my direction; that the
foregoing is a true and accurate record of the

proceedings taken at that time.

In witness whereof I have subscribed my name

this day of , 2009.

MIROSALVA OLGUIN
CSR No. 12959

For the State of California
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Kris Liviggston

From: Sandy Bassler [sandyagt@aol.com]

Sent: Monday, November 16, 2009 11:04 PM

To: HSR Comments

Subject: LA-SD High Speed Train Section via Inland Empire to San Diego

To Whom It May Concern:

| strongly oppose a High Speed Rail line through Rose Canyon Park which is being considered. Rose Canyon Open
Space Park is irreplaceable and is a very unigue natural habitat and has been a special place for most San Diegans for
many years. The High Speed Rail Authority’s own studies say high speed rail projects are generally not compatible with
parks due to the noise and visual impacts.

Thousands of people throughout San Diego use this park for recreation and a place to enjoy the quiet and animals that
live in the park. Hundreds of San Diego & University City students walk to the park from nearby schools for field trips to
enjoy this area and learn about eco-systems. The city has also preserved this park as habitat for plants and wildlife
making a unique home for many animals of varying types. There should be a full study of alternative routes that do not go
through or near Rose Canyon, including the I-15 to Qualcomm Stadium route which should be seriously considered which
does not impact any park areas that | am aware of.

Our family has thoroughly enjoyed the Rose Canyon Park for the past 12 years and would hate to see this precious
resource be sacrificed and the natural habitat suffer; this is an environment not easily replaceable.
Please reconsider this route for the sake of all San Diegans.

Thank you,

Sandy Bassler

3026 Award Row
San Dego, CA 92122



Kris Livinﬁston

From: Samuel Bennett [bennetsa4158@gmail.com]
Sent: Saturday, November 21, 2009 6:39 PM

To: HSR Comments

Subject: High speed Rail Line

I am delighted that the Genesee Highlands Association Board of Directors has issue a strong resolution in
opposition to the proposed HSR line proposed for the Rose Canyon corridor. Please save our Rose Canyou
Open Space Park, and plan an alternative route on I-15

Sam Bennett

homeowner, Genesee Highlands
4158 Camino Ticino

San Diego CA 92122



Kris Livingston

From: LindaHomes@aol.com

Sent: Friday, November 20, 2009 9:56 AM
To: HSR Comments

Subject: LA-SD HST Section via Inland Empire

To whom it may concern,

It is a vision of the future to have a high speed rail from northern California to southern California. This vision should not
take away our canyons, our parks, our open spaces. Please work with that vision in mind and follow the freeways and
high traffic areas that will be least impacted. Please do not encroach on our beautiful and precious Rose canyon when
Freeway 15 offers a wonderful option to end at Qualcomm Stadium as a terminal.

Sincerely,
Linda

Linda Bernstein

Century 21 Award
Cell 858-2456711
Fax 858-5874734
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REPORTER'S TRANSCRIPT OF PUBLIC SCOPING MEETING,

commencing at Ramada Limited, San Diego Airport,
1430 Rosecrans Street, San Diego, California, on

Wednesday, October 14, 2009, at 3:00 p.m., before

Mirosalva Olguin, Certified Shorthand Reporter No.

for the State of California.

INDEZX
SPEAKERS:
William W. Berry
San Diego, CA 92107
berry.bill@ earthlink.net
Judith A. Swink
2289 Caminito Pasada, #106
San Diego, CA 92107
Jay Shumaker
4904 N. Harbor Ave, #205
San Diego, CA 92106
Richard Wolf
1821 Calle Delicada
La Jolla, CA 92037
Dennis Spillane
1821 Calle Delicada
La Jolla, CA 92037
Carolyn Chase

Sierra Club of San Diego
Anthony Lynch
Unidentified Speaker

(No personal information given)
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SAN DIEGO, CALIFORNIA, WEDNESDAY, OCTOBER 14, 2009

WILLIAM W. BERRY — RESIDENT: First, about the
amount of voltage in the catenary. Higher voltage could
result in higher sparks, larger sparks. Larger sparks
can result in a greater radio frequency provocation so
that it could conceivably interfere with other
electronic equipment which may be there.

So, my suggestion is that we consider, instead
of 25,000 volts, maybe some value less than that; the
lesser the voltage, the less of the impact. Okay.
Comment number one.

Comment number two, the current grade goes
through Rose Canyon and what is called the Elvira area,
E-L-V-I-R-A. Elvira is a checkpoint for the current
LOS/SAN grade railroad. And what it does is it —-- it's
a place where trains come around the corner and they
wind around and they go from a double-track to a
single—-track that's existing.

The reason for that, that trains have to
negotiate a very curvy path and they must slow down
considerably. Is there any way that the high-speed rail
party and the LOS/SAN group can get together to
straighten the rails out on all of those, plus the

forthcoming San Diego trolley, which will go up through
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the same area.

Third comment is synchronization. What
efforts are being made to synchronize high-speed rail
schedules with all other transportation venues. For
example, the LOS/SAN corridor versus the high-speed
corridor. And I've ridden that many, many times. What
we do not want to do is we do not want to have a train
show up at a station and then passengers have to sit
there and wait, wait, wait, wait because the train,
which they're supposed to catch, is five hours later.
Okay. Or if it's not that, some other plane,
aircraft -- going through aircraft -- going through
airports it's the same problem.

Let's see, what else was there. My mind
suddenly went blank. I have to think about it a little
bit. I think that's about it for now. If there's
anything else I'll go ahead and get in touch with you.

What engineering considerations have been put
in place for power failure? And there's five different
aspects to that question.

First, a power failure which -- a global one,
one which covers where the train is and the stations
around it so it cannot supply itself. Second off, a
local power failure in a block of track so that —— a

train is going onto a track, the new block, has no
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power. What happens? Okay. Does the train come to a
sudden stop or does it slow down, or how would that
happen?

Third, is there any technology, which exists,
for energy storage in the train so that —-- to mitigate
some power failures. Fourth, is there a diesel system
which could cut in to allow the train to get back to the
next station. It doesn't need to be diesel, but some
other power system other than electricity. And it's
obvious I'm an engineer, so I'm asking dumb little
questions like this.

And there was another one, too. But these are
just questions which I have because the —— I would hate
to find a situation where a train is in a tunnel and
there's a power failure. That is scary to a whole bunch
of people. There has to be a means for the train to get
out of the tunnel into the fresh air before it stops
moving. And, of course, the engine in the train, this
backup engine, if you will, has got to be designed so
that it does not provide any additional pollution to the
train —— to the passengers while they are in the tunnel.

I have had the privilege of being in a tunnel
where power has been lost, and it's not fun. So that's
the reason why I'm asking these questions, here, and

hoping that somebody might come up with answers, so that
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these concerns can be allayed, if wrong.

Another concern is onboard the train itself.
What are the staffing levels going to be for persons?
For example, you have —— in an aircraft you have a
flight attendant, you have a pilot, and so forth. I
would expect you would probably have something like that
in this train, right? And if so, how many? And what
will their responsibilities be, "A," during normal
operations and, "B," during an emergency operation such
as loss of power? Okay. Thank you.

JUDITH A. SWINK - RESIDENT: First, I want to
make clear that I'm a strong supporter of the concept.
But my concern is the apparently preferred route through
Rose Canyon and the I-5 corridor. I think that's an
inappropriate direction to go and I want to make certain
that the EIR/EIS process gives equal weight to studying
the continuing down the I-15 corridor to Qualcomm
Stadium, and then to downtown. And, actually, that's
about it.

I think it's a great idea. I think it's way
overdue. However, the I-5 corridor already has Amtrak,
will have the mid coast trolley before too many years
have passed, as well as Interstate 5. I think it's at
least eight lanes now. And Rose Canyon is an earthquake

fault, which is why the north and south lanes of I-5
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through there are displaced with the western sector
being higher than the eastern sector of I-5, going from
Mission Bay north through Rose Canyon.

Rose Canyon itself is an extremely valuable
ecological resource as well as recreational resource.
And I think trying to jam too many things through the
area where Rose Canyon joins —— I mean, Rose Canyon, in
part, goes east/west and joins —-- Rose Canyon where I-5
goes through and the Amtrak goes through is heavily,
heavily constrained, and there are hikers and
bicyclists, as well as wildlife, who use the connection
from Rose Canyon through Mission Bay. There's a creek
that flows into Mission Bay from Rose Canyon.

So these are all high value recreational
resources. And I just —— I think that that's not the
right direction to go. But at minimum, the direct route
down I-5 to Qualcomm and then downtown San Diego, via a
tunnel, I know the technology is there. It needs to be
given equal weight in evaluating all of the necessary
factors.

I wanted to add a comment of appreciation for
the way this process is set up, and your transcription
here, which really facilitates comments for the people.

JAY SHUMAKER — RESIDENT: Clearly, there will

be a public movement to both redevelop -- I'm sorry ——
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to relocate the airport in favor of a two—-runway airport
at Miramar, probably East Elliot, and to privately
finance the redevelopment of the Lindbergh Field site.
Therefore, any high-speed rail should pass through
Miramar, and probably stop at Miramar, and continue, if
required, to downtown San Diego on the 15 corridor.

I think you could say —— I think we should add
that the trends of the rural economy are not in our
favor. If we wait too long to issue bonds in dollars,
we run the risk of no one would invest in them because
of the relative value of the dollar relative to all the
other rural currencies, especially the Bric countries,
B-R-I-C, and the Arab and Japanese currency adds urgency
to the planning. And to lose sight of the value —-
potential value of the real estate on the waterfront and
the potential of the East Elliott site, E-L-L-I-O-T-T,
is to sacrifice —— literally sacrifice the future.

On the other hand, the combination of private
redevelopment on the waterfront and airport revenue
bonds for a two runway airport adds up to a —— not to a,
but to wealth creation proportionate to our current
financial difficulties.

RICHARD WOLF - RESIDENT: First, the
integration between rail and air, a major benefit to

this, as we see it, is to eliminate both flights from
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Lindbergh to LAX and road traffic along the I-5/405
corridor between San Diego and LAX. And we would like
to see a customer experience that allows me to check my
bags at the San Diego terminus of the high-speed rail,
collect my boarding pass. When I arrive at Union
Station, my bags are transferred automatically from the
shuttle to the airport. When I arrive at the airport,
my bags are given to the airplane —- airline for me, and
I just have to take my boarding pass and go to security.
And the next time I see my bags is when I arrive at my
destination.

I'd like to see the same thing in reverse. If
I'm flying from Chicago to Los Angeles, connecting down
to San Diego, I would like to see my bags arrive in
San Diego without me having to do anything with them.

We'd also like to see that the right-of-way
for the high-speed train also provides a corridor for
bicycle travel as well, bicycle trails adjacent to the
right-of-way. I also had some concern about the impact
on the environment within the San Diego region,
particularly Rose Canyon. It's a delicate environmental
area, close to a lot of people, as well as the wildlife
that live there. 1It's a difficult alignment, in my
opinion, through Rose Canyon. I would rather see it

come all the way down to I-5 and then along I-8 to reach
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downtown rather than up through Rose Canyon. That's it.

DENNIS SPILLANE - RESIDENT: One of the things
that we would like to be sure is that the trains
themselves are bicycle friendly and allow us an
opportunity to utilize our bicycle mode of
transportation at both our arrival and departure
locations.

CAROLYN CHASE - SIERRA CLUB: Well, my first
comment is on the displays that show the different
right-of-ways for at—-grade arterial and on hillsides.
The charts should tell the public what the maximum
right—-of-way is in each of those illustrations. Right
now it shows the widths for some of the sections and it
shows the right-of-way dimensions, but it doesn't tell
us how wide it really needs to be. So that's my first
comment .

My second comment is adding additional tracks
to where the existing LOS/SAN corridor rail is, is
adding insult to injury just because there's already a
rail line there. That rail line was put there, what, in
the late 19th Century, and by no means is in an
environmentally preferred routing. If the high-speed
rail, if it's going to be underground at University Town
Center, it needs to stay underground. And it could

perhaps go underground until it could rise up into the
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median of I-5 and then go downtown.

But it really needs to get out of the canyon
because the environmental impacts are atrocious. And I
don't believe that there is room for both the high-speed
rail right-of-away and other right-of-ways that they may
be planning. We need to get beyond the thinking that
just because there's a rail line there, that means you
ought to put more rail lines there. That's the wrong
way to approach it.

An environmental review was never done for
that original rail line and the impact would be
completely unacceptable. Thank you.

ANTHONY LYNCH - RESIDENT: What I would like
to add to that is that I did notice that the high-speed
rail, it's —-- basically, it's going to go in a
southwesterly direction off of Interstate 15 to
Scripps Ranch area. And I would like to add that what
is needed as a feeder service for the high-speed rail is
the second route of the coaster that was proposed by the
City of San Diego back in —-- I believe back in 2000,
that would run from the Santa Fe Depot, southbound, down
to 32nd Street Naval Base and then go all the way up the
middle of the Interstate 15 corridor, making one stop at
each community, going in both directions, to Escondido.

And that would be needed as a feeder service for the
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high-speed rail. Thank you.

UNIDENTIFIED SPEAKER: The route should end
down at the Qualcomm Stadium -- off the 15 to Qualcomm
Stadium instead of zigzagging around to get to UTC and

downtown. Thank you.

(The proceedings concluded at 7:00 p.m.)

* * % *
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REPORTER'S CERTIFICATE

I, Mirosalva Olguin, Certified Shorthand

Reporter for the State of California, do hereby certify:

That the foregoing proceedings were reported
stenographically by me and were transcribed through
computerized transcription under my direction; that the
foregoing is a true and accurate record of the

proceedings taken at that time.

In witness whereof I have subscribed my name

this day of , 2009.

MIROSALVA OLGUIN
CSR No. 12959

For the State of California
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Kris Livingston

From: Kimberly Tays Binnie [ktays@suddenlink.net]

Sent: Tuesday, October 06, 2009 12:51 PM

To: HSR Comments

Cc: rosecanyon@san.rr.com

Subject: HIGH SPEED RAIL THRCUGH ROSE CANYON, SAN BDIEGO, CA

Dear California High-Speed Rail Authority:

| am writing this e-mail to oppose high-speed rail through Rose Canyon in San Diego, California. This remarkable bit
of open space in such a densely populated area is a precious resource, not only for the wildlife but for the community, as
a whole. It is a place of tranquility; a place where one can get away from the stresses of urban existence.

Although I no longer live in San Diego, my husband and | visit family members who live close to Rose Canyon. When we
are visiting, we use the Canyon on a daily basis; taking our grandson and the dog for walks. We always enjoy visiting the
Canyon, because it offers a welcome bit of peace and quiet. One night, we saw 4 coyotes foraging for food; we also saw
an owl flying overhead and heard others nesting in nearby Eucalyptus trees. We were thrilled to see this sort of wildlife

right in the City's limits.

If you visit Rose Canyon on any given day or time, you can see how popular it is--people use the Canyon to walk their
dogs, ride their bikes, jog, bird watch or just enjoy the tranquility of the Canyon.

As an environmentalist, | support the idea of high-speed rail in California, but | DO NOT support high-speed rail service
through Rose Canyon, because | believe it would ruin the unique Canyon habitat that thrives there, in addition to the

community's use and enjoyment of the area.

Sincerely,

Kimberly Tays

P.O. Box 75

Trinidad, California 95570



Kris Livingston

From: Jennifer Bishop [jenroberts@san.rr.comj

Sent: Tuesday, November 03, 2009 6:27 PM

To: HSR Comments

Cc: rosecanyon@san.rr.com

Subject: | oppose High Speed Raid through Rose Canyon

My husband and [ oppose the High Speed Rail through Rose Canyon and request a full study of
the 1-15 to Qualcomm Stadium route. As a resident of University City, I'm extremely
concerned about both the environmental impact as well as the negative impact it would

have on our wonderful community. It would simply devastate our neighborhood. Please
consider every other alternative and leave our canyon alone.

Thank you for your time and consideration.

Kindest regards,
Chad and Jennifer Bishop

NOT OKAY:

- 134 trains per day (every 4-5 minutes during 6-9 AM and 4—7 peak hrs)

- Two new tracks, overhead wires supported by many large poles (like the trolley)
- Continuous 12 foot high chain link security fence, big retaining walls

- Huge noise and visual impacts; increased traffic, big parking garages




REPORTER'S TRANSCRIPT OF PUBLIC SCOPING MEETING
CALIFORNIA HIGH-SPEED TRAIN SYSTEM

ESCONDIDO CENTER FOR THE ARTS

THURSDAY, OCTOBER 15, 2009

ESCONDIDO, CALIFORNIA

Reported by: Mirosalva Olguin, CSR No. 12959
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REPORTER'S TRANSCRIPT OF PUBLIC SCOPING MEETING,
commencing at Escondido Center for the Arts, 340 North
Escondido Boulevard, Escondido, California, on Thursday,
October 15, 2009, at 3:00 p.m., before Mirosalva Olguin,

Certified Shorthand Reporter No. 12959 for the State of
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California.

INDEZX
SPEAKERS: PAGE
Glenn E. Roy - Ferrocret Co. 3
P.O. Box 9190
Rancho Santa Fe, CA 92067
Robert Cook - Resident 5
Lynn Tagge — Resident 6
John Brindle - Resident 6
Mike Chandler - Resident 6
Andrea Chandler - Resident 7
Mike Jones — Resident 7
Beverly Jones - Resident 8
Andrea Seavey - Resident 9
Lynn Parrish — Resident 10
Ellen Flouire - Resident 11
Jacquelyn Borden - Resident 12
Havelica Amago—-Melbol - Resident 16
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ESCONDIDO, CALIFORNIA, THURSDAY, OCTOBER 15, 2009

GLENN E. ROY - FERROCRET: My name is Glenn
Edward Roy. I'm with a Mexican company, Ferrocret. We
are a start-up that is producing concrete products using
an aggregate that's a waste product that's extracted
from the earth. We are located in Cananea Sonora,
Mexico, and we're there because it's one of the sources
for the largest deposits of the waste product called
scoria, in Spanish, which, chemically, is calcium
siloxane.

It's abundant. 1It's in huge man-made
mountains that have been accumulating for the last 100
years. It's considered an environmental hazard only in
the sense that it's a visual blight. Basically, it's
chemically inert. Our cost is approximately 50 U.S.
cents per metric ton, grated, washed and delivered. And
we feel we have a very good opportunity to manufacture
all manner of precast concrete products using the
scoria.

In this case, we want to make everything from
manholes to parking structures, affordable precast
concrete housing, but especially concrete railroad ties,
in Spanish, durmientes de concreto. So Cananea is the

place because it's the site of the third largest built
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copper mine in the world. It has excellent rail access,
north and south. South is at the Mexican heartland and
north across the frontier into the United States via a
rail system that was developed in the 1880s and is now
in a state of disrepair. But there's great hope that
much of that can be rebuilt as a supply line to bring in
goods, when the economy recovers, from China, the
Pacific Rim and to enhance the Mexican rail system and
the U.S. rail systems in the U.S. national region.

So, our purpose here today is to see if we can
get the audience we can serve through the California
High-Speed Rail Authority. I have spoken with Anthony
Daniels and, maybe, Marshed, people who are involved in
the project, the planning, the providing the
rights—of-way, the vendors, everything that would have
to do with getting this project underway, including bond
indebtedness, if voters approved, November 4, for, I
believe, 10 billion dollars.

So we are in it for the long haul. We want to
provide all the ties. We do have a good track record
with Union Pacific. They've already told us that they
would ship all of our ties to their job sites free of
cost. We are also looking at to curry favor with
Burlington Northern Santa Fe, another major player here

in the rail systems of California. But this high-speed
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rail is definitely going to require concrete ties, and
not wooden.

So to that end we want to supply every
concrete tie. And we believe we're in the best position
to do so because we have the best costs. I have a
method also —-- a proprietary method of achieving a
28-day cure, for concrete, in six to eight hours, and
that means very rapid demoldings. So the concrete
long-line system can produce railroad ties, or sleepers,
as the Brits call them. We are looking at, instead of
one eight-hour shift with a four-hour cleanup, two
ten-hour shifts with a four-hour cleanup. Running two
lines we can then double the capacity and produce
approximately a mile of ties per day.

That's my spiel. That's the story. I'm
hoping today will be a good opportunity to meet some of
the people who are making the planning happen and see if
we can progress from here. Thank you very much.

ROBERT COOK - RESIDENT: I would just like to
mention the area between Escondido and Riverside, to do
a really extensive environmental study, because that
area is rich in minerals and gems and, also, its
elevations are extreme. And the —- what else do I want
to say. I want to add something to that.

That the environment is extremely sensitive
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between that area. I just want to make them aware of it
in case they're not —-- they're not from this area. They
might not be aware of those things.

LYNN TAGGE — RESIDENT: There are two possible
ways through Escondido. If down the freeway is chosen,
please take care with noise abatement to protect the
houses that are on the ridgelines. If the choice is on
Centre City Parkway, please take care to address traffic
concerns and also vibration from a high-speed train
passing through near to the houses on either side.
That's all.

JOHN BRINDLE - RESIDENT: My comment is it
would be helpful if there was some guidance as to how
the high-speed rail should be incorporated into local
general plans at this time. Many of us are doing
general plan updates and we don't want to neglect an
important consideration and we don't want to go too far.
So it is helpful to get some input so everybody along
the line is treating it in the same manner and at the
appropriate time.

MIKE CHANDLER — RESIDENT: I'm very concerned
about the amount of money we're spending. The
schools —— we don't have enough money for schools.

We're laying teachers off. We're letting people out of

prison because we can't afford to keep them in prison.
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And we're spending money on —— we're talking about
spending money on a train that I don't believe anybody
is going to ride. TI think I just summed it up. I don't
like the noise either.

ANDREA CHANDLER - RESIDENT: First and
foremost, I am concerned about the noise and the visual
impact from my backyard. My property abuts Route 15. I
don't really see how the project will be cost effective
because I don't believe enough people will ride it to
pay for it. And T don't want to have to pay more than
the bonds that are —— that have already passed for a new
train.

But I'm very concerned about my property
value. And, I guess, if they were to put the train
underground, I wouldn't be as opposed to it. But I
still have a concern about the monetary aspect. We have
a lot of issues in this state and in this County that
are going to cost us a lot of money. And I don't think
that this project will be cost effective. Jails,
schools, our water pipes, some of the basic
infrastructure, firemen, police, all of that has been
diminished. I feel we should be spending our money that
way. Thank you.

MIKE JONES: We're upset because of the impact

it's going to have on the people that live along the
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corridor. And we've just learned that the coastal towns
have said, "No. We don't want it there, where there
isn't a rail system." They want to move it inland.

We live along the 15 corridor. We just spent
years having it expanded and, seeing how that growth has
affected the wildlife in the area and the noise level
and all the growth, now they want to put a high-speed
train next to that. 1It's going to further impact the
noise along the inside corridor.

We feel like for every person that does use
it, there's going to be many more people that are
negatively impacted so —- and the cost. We feel like,
you know, the city, state, our government, we're kind of
going broke. And now we're spending millions of dollars
to move people up and down the coast. We just don't
feel like that's warranted.

One thing I just thought of, the airports.
They screen for terrorists. And this is kind of a
sitting duck for terrorists to get at without having as
much control over.

BEVERLY JONES: I feel it's going to
negatively impact our home life. The noise, the air
quality already, you know, the birds and the coyotes,
and we had a mountain goat. They're gone. They're not

so plentiful now since they built that freeway —-- that
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huge freeway. We're dealing with —-- we have the
helicopters from Miramar, which where there a few years
ago, and now we're going to have to deal with this
high-speed train. We're upset about it. It's going to
affect our home life, our neighborhood, our breathing,
just everything.

And as a taxpayer, I don't want to pay for it.
I mean, we're already in debt. We owe so much to China.
They borrowed Social Security money for the war on Iraq.
So the government doesn't have any money, the state is
in debt and our City is in debt, our County —— I don't
know about our County state.

There's money better spent than to build a
high-speed railroad for minorities. Because I don't
feel like a lot of people —— business people are going
to be taking airplanes. They're not going to spend four
hours to get from San Diego to Sacramento. They're
going to be flying the airplane up there, and it's
hurting the airline industry anyway if you put in this
high-speed train. I think it's a ridiculous waste of
money .

ANDREA SEAVEY — RESIDENT: In my opinion,
we've needed a high-speed train a long time ago, before
we did all these lousy freeways. And I think when we're

making the decision, it should be —- everybody who is
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voting should be restricted to Escondido residents.
Because people that live in the Escondido area, that are
in the County, they're the people that will be using it
probably more than the people in the City and are more
involved in what happens to the City but have no voice.

I happen to think that our City Council are a
bunch of dingbats and they're the ones that are going to
be making the decision, and I'm really worried. I think
that it shouldn't go down the Centre City. It should
stay towards the freeway. I think that's where it
should be. And I think a wonderful place for the
station would be Westfield Mall because it's dying now.
It's right on the freeway. It's a large area.

The City is going to be totally against it
because they want the taxes from that. They rely on the
taxes. They aren't getting them now. And the Sprinter
they talked about, when the mall was flourishing —— or
when they hoped it would, they were talking about
running a piece of Sprinter line over there. So,
actually, that's how I feel. I think it should be
around that way.

If they tear up Centre City Parkway, the whole
town will be just a wreck. That's really —— it was the
old 395, originally, when it was built and all the new

stuff was built around it. So that's the way I feel.
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LYNN PARRISH — RESIDENT: I'm looking forward
to additional information regarding the specifics of the
proposed high-speed train through the County of
San Diego. I would like to see the cost figures of —-
for the passenger, and I would like to also see, at the
next meeting, more detail of the project, like where —--
where the corridor is, whether it's already there.

Like, whether it's on top of the 15 corridor, or what.
Okay .

And also, in the meantime, before this would
be built, 20 years away, perhaps you would consider a —-
some alternative ways of relieving traffic. For
example, maybe a ferry that would ferry cars or trucks
to and from different parts of the Southern California
region, like we have in the Seattle area. They could do
that as the train is built because transportation is
interrelated, and so forth.

I don't really see the need for the train to
go to the airport. And I think that if it got to the
University City point that there would be —— that would
be sufficient for the County. It doesn't need to go all
the way to the airport, that there would be additional
trolley lines built to connect at University Point to
the airport, because it's in planning at this time.

It's called Mid Coast Corridor Project of the San Diego
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Trolley. That's all I have right now.

ELLEN FLOUIRE - RESIDENT: I think it's a good
idea to have that, to have that high-speed train,
whatever you call it, the train, rail. I really like
it. I like the idea. Too bad they didn't have anything
right by our doors. The train would take us everywhere,
you know, all over, all over the town, you know, from
our house to another house, or whatever. But I like the
idea. That's all I have to say. Okay.

But I really like the idea. I just like the
idea, you know, having it door to door, from house to
house also. TIf I wanted to go see a friend or go
shopping, or something I like that, too.

JACQUELYN BORDEN - RESIDENT: I came here
today because I wanted to hear where we were in the
process and I wanted to hear what other people were
saying, what their issues were. Were there a lot of
people for this system, or are there a lot of people up
in arms against it? Where we're at exactly.

I think the most exciting thing for me is to
realize that we're so early in this process. So often
we're called in to make public comments and the meeting
starts, "Thank you all for coming today. Tomorrow the
decision will be made. We appreciate your comments

today anyway." ©No. This is so early in the process
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that some of the people that are here today, with
information, have said people are frustrated there's so
little detail.

No, no, no. This is wonderful to be here
before there's detail. Possible stations were mentioned
and one person said, "I'm back again today. I went to
the Tuesday meeting and I asked if additional stations
could be added later," and they said, "Possibly."
"Well, we really need one in Mira Mesa."

But then he went home and studied the
information online and looked it over and said, "Wait a
minute. The station here is going to be at UTC.
There's already a major highway. They're going to need
a connection to the coast, to all of the trains that go
up and down the coast. Why isn't that station, for this
system, in Mira Mesa instead of UTC, not years later in
addition to UTC? Why doesn't Mira Mesa get the station
now, at the beginning?"

And when he said that -— I live in Mira Mesa.
I know the problems we have with transit in Mira Mesa.
The gentleman happened to be in a wheelchair. I've
worked with a sign language interpreter. TI've worked
with deaf/blind people. I have a good friend who lives
in Mira Mesa who is deaf/blind. His parents drive him

to work. When he could see better, they drove him to
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the bus and he stood in the dark in Mira Mesa and waited
for the bus and hoped it was the regular driver who
would recognize him and make sure he got on the bus to
get to work. It added about an hour and a half to his
total commute to take the bus all the way there and all
the way back.

If you're talking about a major hub, talking
about a major station for any major commute system in
San Diego being in Mira Mesa for the first time, you're
connecting a whole community that isn't connected now.
Not many people are going to give up their cars to
commute for two or two and a half or three hours, not if
they can drive that car, not if they have parents who
will take them.

But, eventually, my deaf/blind friend's
parents will die. TI've talked to him about where he's
going to move. Downtown? Somewhere else with good
connections downtown? And when he travels how will he
get to the airport? How long extra is it going to take
him to do that?

High-speed rail is a chance for him to cut a
ticket price in half compared to flying. High-speed
rail from Mira Mesa, oh, my goodness, you're talking
about him not having to relocate at all. Because we're

so early in the process, I was able to say to the

Peterson Reporting, Video & Litigation Services
14



10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

gentleman who had this idea, "Let's go to the Mira Mesa
town council. Let's get a lot of people in Mira Mesa on
board for this now, early."

We talk about one powerful political leader
who doesn't want high-speed rail to go through the 15
corridor. His property value might go down. He gets
outvoted if everyone who wants it in Mira Mesa, who
knows about it, knows about it this early and knows we
have a chance for that station, that's powerful.

I was in the San Francisco bay area, when a
little town called Fremont got a BART station and it
totally changed that town. The schools for the blind
and the deaf moved from Berkeley, in the heart of the
Bay Area, down to little, rural Fremont because they had
a BART station. The students complained about being
moved out into the country, there's nothing there, it's
the end of the world.

But everyone in Fremont stepped up. The
police learned sign language, merchants learned how to
deal with blind customers, merchants learned how to deal
with deaf customers, and the people there, associated
with those schools, said it was the best thing that ever
happened to them to move to little Fremont. It never
would have happened without that BART station there. So

I know what it means and I know what this station would
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mean here in Mira Mesa.

No. This is not meant to be a station for
light rail or for local bus lines. Mira Mesa has been
somewhat of a cultural area, and Mira Mesa has a chance
to become, really, a part of San Diego now, sort of
halfway between San Diego and Escondido, halfway between
inland areas and the coast, neither/nor, neither/or.

Because we're so early in this process, the
people of Mira Mesa have a chance to be heard. So I
thank the people who are holding these meetings for
starting them and allowing us to come and hear other
people's ideas I never would have thought about if I
hadn't come here today. But my comments will follow. I
have a lot of other things I have opinions about which I
didn't think I would have opinions about. Thank you for
your time.

HAVELICA AMAGO-MELBOL - RESIDENT: Basically,
we are against this rail system coming through. One of
their plans is to put it right behind our house. We
live on Centre City Parkway, so that will be a huge
noise factor. It will bring down the value of our home.
When rail systems go through, wherever they go through,
it seems to turn into a ghetto. So we have huge
concerns about where they're putting this.

No matter how great they make it look, no
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matter how modern and technologically advanced, if it's
going right behind someone's house, it's not okay, in
our opinion. And I feel that way even though it's not
going right next to my house. And I'm always saying,
"Yeah, that sounds great. But who are they going to
waste, putting something through," whether it's a line
or electric lines, or whatever. So we just have huge
concerns about —- about this rail system and we will
definitely be fighting it going through Centre City
Parkway.

One thing I wanted to say was there's a lot o
people who live right along Centre City Parkway that
would be affected by a train running right, you know,
behind their home or apartment or condo, or whatever.
So I think you really need to think about an alternate
route than running it up Centre City Parkway where so
many people live. You're affecting their lifestyle,
basically. Just taking away the value of their home.
That's what's going to happen.

(The comments concluded at 7:00 p.m.)
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